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FEATURED in this issue ... 


ConeressmMan B. Carroll Reece of Tennessee 
(page 1) warns Americans to awaken to the dangers which 
face a complacent people. He outlines a plan of conserva 
tive action through which all men, women and children can 
contribute to the security of our nation, 


Tue tirst truly big venture by a private industry 
in river dam and power construction is being undertaken 
by the Alabama Power Company. 
the story. 


Jess Raley (page 3) tells 


measurement of private initiative (paying taxes) with that 
of the nearby Governent (public) constructed and operated 
TVA which is tax-exempt. 


Reverarions of gangsterism, theft of union 
funds, dictatorial control and rough-shod methods of some 
of the labor bosses are found in the article by Donald J. 
Wood Such actions are bringing about public 
reaction which is indicating its ire through right-to-work 
legislation in many States. 


(page 5). 


A sexsationaL disclosure of another facet in 
the battle between anti-religionists and Christians in Cali- 
fornia is unmasked by Dr. Dan W. Gilbert (page 7) who 
contributed two articles earlier this vear on another phase 
of the effort to drive Christianity out of California. 


Myx previous Presidents of the U.S.A. have ap- 
pealed to the rabble by scoring the rich, while others, like 
George Washington, John Adams and Abraham Lincoln, 
have appealed for equal protection for rich and poor alike. 
The story is told in John Adams’ own words on page 153. 


Axri-American forces have reached the pulpits 
of our country and have influenced some to the extent that 
true religion is so intertwined politically no longer will 
some clergymen dare to lead an American assemblage in 
prayer. Jo Hindman (page 14) tells of a clergyman’s de- 
sertion of a United States Day official gathering. 

a 


Socraism is advancing at an alarming speed, 
due to the inflationary economic practices of our Govern- 


ment. Professor John LD. Garwood (page 15) presents a 
compilation of facts which should move all Americans to 
force remedial action. 


Tue thought-compelling story of the prophetic 
role played by Ex-President Herbert Hoover in American 
history during the Twentieth Century is outlined by Wil- 
liam L. Roper (page 17). 

Tue background of Russia’s Three K’s is inter- 

estingly told by Regina Eldor (page 19). 
Ose of the most outstanding patriotic services 


rendered our country was that of a little band of Missouri- 
ans, told by Hal Stark (page 21). 


Upon completion it will become a comparative 
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PRIVATE WAR ON COMMUNISM 


Events in eastern Europe are recalled as a warning to complacency on the part of 
It can happen here if we attempt to sleep through the challenge 


many Americans. 


= By HON. B. CARROLL REECE 


U. S. Representative from Tennessee 


N THE late 1920’s an ordinary debate in the Czecho- 

slovakia Parliament degenerated into a near riot. 
The Communist leaders jeered at their opponents, re- 
fused to listen to any proposal other than their own, 
and indulged in wholesale violence as a means of in- 
timidation. 

An anti-Communist, meeting Clement Gottwald, 
Communist leader, outside the hall, asked: “Just what 
do you Communists really want, anyway? Why are 
you always so embittered and unreasonable? Why are 
you against everything and why do you refuse to com- 
promise on even the least important matters?” 

Then, before the belligerent Gottwald could reply, 
the anti-Communist threw the $64 question at him. 
“What,” he demanded, “would you do if you were in 
the majority instead of being in the minority?” 

Gottwald had the answer for that one. “When we 
take power,” he snarled, “we shall hang you, you 
scoundrel !” 

The anti-Communist was stunned. 
don’t mean that?” 

“T mean precisely that!” Gottwald threatened. “We 
intend to hang all you bourgeoise and bloodsuckers.” 

The rest of the story is history. Twenty years later 
the Communists seized power in Czechoslovakia, 
rounded up their enemies, and rushed them off to con- 
centration camps. Thousands of them — labor lead- 
ers, army officers, businessmen, and intellectuals — 
have not been heard of to this day. Presumably they 
were murdered on the ground that they were bour- 
geoise and bloodsuckers. 

That is Communism in action. 

“But,” thousands of well-meaning Americans will 
tell you, “that could never happen in America. The 
American Communist is a different brand. He could 
never resort to such methods.” 

What do the Communists themselves have to say on 
this subject? Perhaps William Z. Foster is as definite 
an example as we can cite. In his book Toward Soviet 
America, he answers this question with such frank- 
ness that even the dullest-witted do-gooder cannot fail 
to comprehend its full significance. Foster wrote: 

“The American revolution, when the workers have 
finally seized power, will develop even more swiftly 
in all of its phases than has the Russian revolution. 
This is because in the United States objective condi- 
tions are more ripe for revolution than they were in 
old Russia.” 

But Foster did not stop at that. 


“Surely you 


He added: “All 


capitalist parties Republican, Democrat, Progres- 
sive, Socialist, etc. — will be liquidated, the Commu- 
nist Party functioning alone as the party of the toiling 
masses.” 

Does that have a familiar ring? Does it bear a 
close resemblance to Clement Gottwald’s threat to the 
anti-Communists in Czechoslovakia? 

This is the Communists’ plan. It is the blueprint 
to be followed when the day comes for them to take 
over America. “When we take power,” you can al- 
most hear the Communists’ snarl, “we intend to hang 
you bourgeoise and bloodsuckers.” 

What can you —the ordinary man or woman in the 
street—do about this threat? 

First, you must realize that merely being “against 
Communism” is not enough. You must do better than 
that if you are to become a vital force in saving Amer- 
ica from the fate of Czechoslovakia. 

What shall you do? Here are a few suggestions 
which should be helpful: 
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1. Understand the subject. 

The American Bar Association in its Brief on Com- 
munism says: “There is widespread ignorance and con- 
fusion throughout the United States concerning the 
nature of Communism and the objects and purposes 
of those people in this country and elsewhere who em- 
brace and follow Communist teachings.” 

In order that you may be certain of your facts, you 
must read authoritative publications regarding Com- 
munism. The American Legion magazine, NATIONAL 
Repuswic, Reader’s Digest, and The Saturday Evening 
Post and a few other periodicals which publish objec- 
tive articles on this important subject. 

You should listen to statesmen fired with patriotic 
zeal, read the publications of the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities, Internal Security, and other 
Congressional organizations which are engaging in 
this all-out struggle against Communism, the Battle 
of the Century. 

In your reading you will learn that Communists 
and their vast corps of secret allies are tireless mis- 
sionaries, They never waste their effort trying to 
convince or convert each other, but are continually 
working to seduce and subvert outsiders. 

This gives you a valuable cue: Become an equally 
fervent and tireless missionary for Americanism. 
Never let a day pass but what you attempt to persuade 
those who seem less dedicated than you to the Amer- 
ican Way of Life. You will do this by sharing with 
others the information you have obtained — the trag- 
edies of Communism, the glories of Americanism. 

2. Be an effective citizen. 

Just what does this entail? These things: Take an 
active and intelligent interest in your local civic, state 
and national affairs. Follow your state’s legislative 
and congressional activities. Remember, you are a 
free citizen of a republic —not a helpless subject of 
an all-powerful state. Act the part. 

3. Be an opinion-maker, 

You will find the Communists and their secret allies 
have infiltrated every strata of our society — PTA, 
powerful national organizations, and even some 
churches. The Comrades may have their representa- 
tives in your lodge, community, and even in your small 
local clubs. 

These people try to direct the activities of every 
group. They offer suggestions, persist in their opin- 
ions, and absolutely refuse to compromise. 

There is but one way to deal with them: Refuse to 
agree with them in any detail whatsoever. See to it 
that you, and others who are thoroughly American, 
make the opinions, rules, and regulations of your 
lodge, church, and community. 

4. Expose Communists. 

The thing which Communists fear most is exposure. 
This is because it isolates them from the rest of the 
population. And isolation, the Communists know full 
well, means death to their most effective weapon — 
the fifth column. 

“How,” you ask, “can the ordinary man in the 
street do this?” 

The process is simple. It consists of two steps: 
First, recognition that one is a Communist; second, 
leading others to that realization. 

It is relatively easy for one to learn the ingredients 
of Communism. He then is in a position to decide 
that a given individual is, or is not, composed of those 
elements. 

But step two is more difficult. Here is the way the 
astute citizen proceeds in this aspect of fighting Com- 
munism : 

“Never say,” counsels a noted authority on this sub- 
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ject, “that one is a Communist. Instead, cite evidence 
which will lead others to the inevitable conclusion.” 

He illustrates thus: “If,” he says, “I point to a two- 
legged, befeathered waterfowl the size and shape of a 
duck and call attention to its webbed feet, to the fact 
that it quacks like a duck, that it swims like a duck 
and eats like a duck and associates with ducks, the 
average fair-minded American will conclude that the 
waterfowl is a duck.” 

That is an effective way of operating. It enables 
the other fellow to come to his own conclusion. Your 
job is to supply the evidence. There is no better way 
of exposing Communists. 

5. Attend and support your church, 

It is generally known that Communists are fran- 
tically and militantly atheistic. “We Communists,” 
Earl Browder has said, “do not distinguish between 
good and bad religions because we think they are all 
bad.” 

“Is there,” you ask in complete sincerity, “really a 
danger that some churches are helping Communism?” 

J. Edgar Hoover, Director, Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation, has this to say on the subject: “I confess 
to a real apprehension so long as Communists are able 
to secure ministers of the gospel to promote their evil 
work and espouse a cause that is alien to the religion 
of Christ and Judaism.” 

In other words, even among the clergy, you will find 
individuals who, knowingly or not, are working for 
Communism. Your job, then, as a disciple of Ameri- 
canism, is to identify these subversives no matter who 
or where they may be and to expose them. 

How? 

By applying the very same principles to your church- 
going acquaintances that you apply to your office col- 
leagues, lodge brothers, and neighbors. The fact that 
one is a church member — or an official in the church 
— certainly is no guarantee that he is an American. 
In fact, some of the most dangerous Communists in 
this country are respected members of various church- 
es. To say that they are wolves in sheep’s clothing is 
a gross understatement. 

6. Examine your schools. 

“Give us the child for 8 years,” Lenin announced 
years ago, “and it will be a Bolshevik forever.” To 
that end the Communists have planned for your child 
in the name of education. 

“They mean to take him from the nursery, put him 
in uniform with the hammer and sickle flag in one 
hand, a gun in the other, and send him out to conquer 
the world,” reports the House Committee on Un-Amer- 
ican Activities. 

“If they have their way, he will be guided from the 
kindergarten straight through college so that he will 
have anything except a mind of his own. 

“He will be trained but not educated. He will be 
taught to solve problems that are handed to him and 
to consider it a crime to think for himself. He will 
be the child-man of Communism.” 

The alarming thing is that this is happening in some 
elementary and secondary schools, in our colleges and 
universities. Some of the most effective Communists 
in this country have been teachers. 

What can you do about this situation? 

Plenty! Simply apply the same yardstick to the 
schools and teachers that you used with others. Things 
equal to the same thing are equal to each other. 

Learn what the schools are saying regarding history, 
economics, social welfare. What do the teachers say 
about international Communism? Do they see it as a 
real threat or as a fad that amounts to but little? 

(See Private — page 31) 


PRIVATE POWER WINS WIDE SUPPORT 


Alabama Power Company, developing Coosa Basin by private effort, 
opens up wide area for industrial and agricultural development 


NEW and very commendable trend in modern 

industry is a willingness to accept long-range re- 
sponsibility to the general public — above and beyond 
that which would appear reasonable to expect. Ala- 
bama Power Company’s vast development of Coosa 
River is a prime example of this new look in Amer- 
ican industry. 

In northeast Georgia and most of Alabama, devel- 
opment of the Coosa for flood control and navigation 
has been a kind of political football for more than a 
hundred years. In that area, few, if any, have been 
elected to Congress without the aid of a strong “Coosa 
Development” plant in their platform. As far back as 
1872 the Federal Government promised to build some 
thirty dams to facilitate flood control and navigation. 
After building four, it lost interest. Since then, 
Congressional delegations have been able to secure 
promises and surveys but not one dollar of construc- 
tion money. In 1945, Congress passed a bill granting 
the Government authority to develop the Coosa-Ala- 
bama River system but it takes more than authority 
to buy land and build dams. 

After nine years of wrangling, Coosa Development 
enthusiasts have not been able to separate the appro- 
priation committees from one cent. It was then, in 
1954, that Alabama Power let it be known they might 
be interested in developing the entire river system as 
approved by the Army Corps of Engineers if a favor- 
able license could be obtained. 

Civic organizations, business leaders, politicians 
were all quick to board this new band wagon and the 
countless preliminaries were disposed of rapidly. 
Ream after ream of Government red tape had to be 
slashed before the Federal Power Commission on Sep- 
tember 4, 1957, authorized a permanent license for 
Alabama Power Company to construct a $120 million 
improvement on the Coosa. U. 8. Representative 
Albert Rains (D., Ala.), who authored Public Law 
436, making possible the vast development by private 
industry, says he considers passage of this bill one of 
the greatest achievements in his long career as a 
public servant. 

Development of the longest undeveloped river sys- 
tem in the U. S. means many things to a great many 
different people. 

To Coosa Valley farmers from the Rome area 
in Georgia to the tide-water at Mobile Bay, the devel- 
opment means protection from costly floods that in 
the past have taken heavy toll of crops on many oc- 
easions. Consensus of opinion among farmers is that 
elimination of the unpredictable flood factor is the 
greatest assist they could receive. 

Officials of municipalities located on the river and 
its immediate tributaries look to the development as 
a cure for one of their worst headaches. A constant 
water level ends the necessity of inundating low areas 
in extremely wet weather; also, the difficult and thank- 
less task of water rationing in time of drouth. An- 
other major out to municipalities lying partially below 
flood level is that in the future they will be spared 
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the annual unpredictable cost of cleaning up, repair- 
ing washed-out streets, etc., after each flash flood. 

Industrial leaders are very enthusiastic in their 
praise of the development. They feel that with an 
ample supply of water and electricity assured, the 
Government can scarcely afford to refuse locks for 
navigation, making the Coosa Valley a most favorable 
spot for industry. 

Industrial business men, large and small, expect to 
profit considerably from the development — not only 
from the original outlay of $120 million by the power 
company, but also from the increased demand for 
goods and services they feel certain will follow. 

Rank and file citizens, with no particular hope of 
monetary returns, are nonetheless, interested to an 
amazing degree. They are confident the lakes on the 
Coosa will afford the same opportunities for fishing, 
swimming, boating, water skiing and all-around recre- 
ation as can be found at present on the not too distant 
TVA lakes. Too, there is visible a quiet but obvious 
pride among Coosa Valley folk that speaks more loudly 
than words — satisfaction that their river is being de- 
veloped by the power company without cost to the 
Federal Government or burden to the country’s tax- 
payers. 

And how does a “nasty old dollar-conscious” private 
enterprise like Alabama Power Company rate such a 
constituency? In short, it might be said that the 
people believe the power company has always given 
them a fair shake; but the true answer goes deeper 
than that. 


—Courtesy Times, Gadsden, Ale 
Ground is Broken on Weiss Dam; First of Five by Private 
Enterprise in Coosa Basin 
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Founded in 1906 by the late Captain W. P. Lay, hy- 
droelectric pioneer, Alabama Power Company has 
“grown up” with the state. More or less a community 
affair in the beginning with quite a few stockholders 
on the list of customers, the company has grown into 
a powerful industrial organization; but, despite this 
phenomenal growth, Alabama Power Company has, 
through prompt service, fair prices, and participation 
in community activities, built an enviable reputation 
for honest reliable performance. 


From its beginning, Alabama Power was aware of 
the mutual benefits to be obtained from development 
of the Coosa. In those early years, permission was 
obtained to build three dams which the founders 
dreamed would some day be a part of a complex sys- 
tem. When the New Deal came, hope of private de- 
velopment of an entire river system amounted almost 
to treason. Alabama Power then turned to steam gen- 
erating plants to satisfy the ever-increasing demand 
for electricity. That the dream of developing the riv- 
er wasn’t really dead at any time, is apparent by the 
speed with which the power company compiled the 
tremendous amount of necessary data once they saw 
a possibility to obtain a development license. 


Hundreds of civic organizations, businessmen, com- 
pany officials, and the congressional delegation who 
were actively engaged in making it possible, look on 
the development with a kind of fatherly pride. They 
are quick to point out to any who doubt that the pub- 
lic’s interest will be protected, that the entire devel- 
opment must be built under supervision of the Engi- 
neer Corps. Company plans, as approved by the En- 
gineers, must provide flood control, a nine-foot channel 
and many other considerations; but that’s not all: 
Power produced must be sold at a price fixed by the 
Alabama Public Service Commission. 


Enthusiasts believe long-range responsibilities as- 
sumed by Alabama Power in this development are 
without precedent in the history of American in- 
dustry. 


From a neutral position, the Coosa River Develop- 
ment stacks up as a wonderful opportunity for all 
concerned. The power company must complete, with- 
in ten years, the project that will add approximately 
421,700 kilowatts to their generating capacity. 

It is extremely doubtful that any industry would 
spend $120 million on faith alone. It is reasonable, 
therefore, to assume the company has lined up pros- 
pective customers for a large part of their increased 
capacity. Nothing less than a major let-down in our 
economy, a break-down in the present trend of indus- 
trial expansion, could deflect the power company from 
new heights of prosperity. 

Municipalities and industry will be favored by a 
constant water level and ample electric power for all 
foreseeable expansion programs. Too, it would ap- 
pear the Government, with channel and lock sites 
available, can find scant reason to refuse the people’s 
request for navigation. 

Present and future editions of John Q. Public will 
be blessed with flood control and a string of beautiful 
lakes, some four-hundred miles long, that should af- 
ford fishing and an opportunity for water sports sec- 
ond to none. 

Dogmatic enthusiasts of public power have taken 
a licking; but advocates of private power are quick 
to emphasize that the private development, separated 
from TVA’s development on the Tennessee by less 
than fifty miles at one point, will afford favorable, 
on the spot, comparison, within the same locale and 
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Work Rushed on Five-Dam Private Power Project 


economic climate, They are willing to stand on this. 

As Alabama Power Company spends millions to in- 
crease capacity, other industries will spend millions 
preparing to utilize the increased output. All in all 
the future, economically and otherwise, of Coosa Val- 
ley folk is very bright indeed. 

This new product of industry, the invisible giant 
that made all this possible, is most difficult to define. 
Concerned with public relations, the mature product 
is much more than that—a realization by industry 
that they can grow and prosper only so long as the 
general public feels such growth and prosperity is 
justified. Responsibilities assumed by Alabama Power 
Company in the Coosa Development program, repre- 
sent an extreme step in this direction. All major in- 
dustries, however, are spending an ever-increasing per 
cent of their advertising dollar to justify their suc- 
cess. 

Present indications are: this new product may be 
the most valuable ever conceived by industrial ingenu- 
ity. Because of it, a new area of “good feeling,” and 
mutual understanding is in progress which could lead 
to new heights of prosperity and security for all. 


Col. Kent A. Hunter, 66, of the Editorial Depart- 
ment of the Nationat Repus.ic, died on August 26th 
at Doctors Hospital in Washington, D. C., from a 
hemorrhage of the throat. 

A native of Omaha, Nebraska, Col. Hunter began 
his journalistic career with the Minneapolis Tribune 
in 1912. He later served on the Chicago Inter-Ocean, 
Chicago Ewaminer, Chicago Herald - American, New 
York Journal-American, the Washington, D. C., bu- 
reau of the Hearst Newspapers and King Features 
Syndicate. 

Col. Hunter served in both World Wars—in World 
War I with the 122nd Field Artillery Division; in 
World War II on the staff of General George 8S. Pat- 
ton. He was awarded a Silver Star for valor in World 
War I and two more Silver Stars, two Bronze Stars 
and a Legion of Merit for his valor in World War II. 
His exploits included several parachute jumps into 
occupied France to contact resistance leaders. He was 
the author of a book on General Patton which manu- 
script was personally approved by the General prior 
to the General’s death, but which has not as yet been 
published. Col. Hunter was an authority on foreign 
affairs, battle tactics and political affairs. 
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COMPULSORY OR 


VOLUNTARY UNIONISM? 


The “right to work" issue looms above all others in the coming balloting in many states. Recent rev- 
elations of gangsterism, theft of membership treasury funds, lead to demand for freedom of workers 


————= By DONALD J. WOOD 


‘THE history of the American labor movement is a 
story of success and failure, of bitterness and ap- 
peasement, of conquest and oppression. 

It records the worker’s struggle to obtain recogni- 
tion and an appreciation of his worth and dignity as 
a human being . . . it tells of abuses by industrial 
giants and union despots . ... it relates the story of 
industrial conflict, industrial peace and industrial 
compromise ... it records the rise of tyrants in both 
fields and of labor union czars rising to political bosses. 

It is a story of a pendulum... of balance of power 

. . of societal and political influences .. . first swing- 
ing in support of industry and management .. . and 
then away toward associations, unions and workers 

. .. of toleration of subversives and of ousting entire 
unions from its federation. 

The history of labor is as old as our country. The 
union shop first made its appearance in America more 
than 300 years ago. On October 18, 1648, the shoe- 
makers of the Massachusetts Bay Colony were grant- 
ed a charter for incorporation in which their officers 
were given authority to exclude anyone they did not 
consider an efficient workman. 

We read of the Knights of Labor . . . the Interna- 
tional Workers of the World . . . the sweat shops and 
child labor . . . the struggle of man to obtain the 
fruits of his labor . . . to obtain a living wage and 
the drive to close shop to all but those who will join 
a labor union. 

Before our eyes pass radicals, extremists and mal- 
contents ... parasites posing as partners of the plant 


worker and racketeers and gangsters among union. 


members. 

Discord, disputes and dissensions rode the attempts 
of those who desired association and protection of 
their basic wants. 

Never given the blessing of Government, unions were 
often doomed to internal wranglings, public misunder- 
standing and industry contempt. 

Opposition to the union shop and security clauses 
flared in 1900 in the famous Carnegie Steel Company 
incident and continued with Government indifference 
and complacency until 1935, when the Wagner Act 
was passed by the New Deal. 

Called the “Magna Charta” of labor, this legislation 
gave associations the protection of the union shop, 
which was reaffirmed in the Taft-Hartley Act, twelve 
years later, with several limitations under the latter 
act. For example, the Taft-Hartley Act outlawed the 
closed shop . . . but permitted variations of the union 
shop subject to the provision that an employe may 
not be required to join the union earlier than 30 days 
from the start of his employment. 

Another restriction was that the law required the 
National Labor Relations Board to conduct secret 
ballots of employes to determine whether or not the 
majority favored adoption of a union security clause. 

This law was finally amended in 1951, after four 
years of trial. 

Another provision—Section 14 (b) of the Act, per- 
mitted a state to have some voice in union regulations, 


to apply restrictions on union security provisions if 
such was deemed advisable with the passage of this 
Act, campaigns were launched iu various states for the 
adoption of so-called “right-to-work” laws, the right 
to join or not to join a union. 

The Taft-Hartley Act gave recognition to the states 
to regulate their own internal labor programs. 

It is probably an aftermath of the efforts of the late 
Tom Watson of Florida, who is said to have originated 
the “right-to-work” legislation as Attorney General of 
that state. Florida war industries had been deprived 
of labor in the midst of its availability by unions re- 
fusing to permit an individual to work without a card. 

He engineered passage of the law in Florida. After 
many court battles, the Act was sustained and finally 
was further assured by making it a part of the State’s 
Constitution. He then pressed for its passage in other 
States. 

A former Democrat, he died during the last cam- 
paign for Governor, receiving more than 100,000 votes 
as the Republican candidate after he had died. 

It is interesting to note that Florida was the first 
state in the Union to enact a “right-to-work” law, 
and this in 1944 before the passage of the Taft-Hartley 
Act. 

Today, 18 states have approved “right-to-work” 
laws, and contests are scheduled for November in 
California, Ohio and Washington. ; 

Shortly after the passage of the Labor Management 
Act of 1947, legislation was approved in Arizona, 
North Carolina, North and South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Texas and Virginia. 

Between 1952 and 1957, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Nevada, South Carolina, Utah and Indiana have been 
added to the list of states which approve “right-to- 
work” legislation. 

Four states — Louisiana, Maine, New Hampshire 
and Delaware — which had passed this labor legisla- 
tion, under union pressure repealed the acts. ; 

In eight other states (Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, 
Maryland, Missouri, Connecticut, Massachusetts and 
Washington) union drives have defeated attempted 
“right-to-work” legislation. 

Never in history has so much misinformation, mis- 
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interpretation and perversion shrouded attempied leg- 
islation. 

There are few men who comprehend the meaning 
and significance of this controversial subject. 

And John Doe! He is completely befuddled by the 
propaganda of unionists on the one side and industrial 
associations on the other. 

Basically, the “right-to-work” laws give to persons 
the prerogative to join or not to join organized labor 
unions. 

A typical “right-to-work” law is that of the State of 
Florida, which served as a pattern for succeeding leg- 
islation : 

“RIGHT TO WORK — The right of persons to work 
shall not be denied or abridged on account of mem- 
bership in any labor union, or labor organization; pro- 
vided that this clause shall not be construed to deny 
or abridge the right of employes by and through a 
labor organization or labor union to bargain collec- 
tively or with their employer.” 

Under the terms of the so-called “right-to-work” 
legislation all union shop contracts are outlawed. They 
provide that “all men should be free to elect voluntar- 
ily whether or not to join a labor organization,” thus 
eliminating present or future union membership as 
a job requisite. 

Those who favor “right-to-work” laws claim that 
compulsory unionism as guaranteed by both the Wag- 
ner Act and the Taft-Hartley Act is a method of co- 
ercing an employe to support a union against his will 
on penalty of discharge from his job or being pre- 
vented from obtaining a job unless he joins a union. 

They call compulsory unionism a product of fear 
and temptation on the part of union officials . . . de- 
signed to operate as a trust and that compulsory un- 
ionism violates the rights of the minorities, inviting 
the violation of the rights of the majorities, leading 
to union corruption and violence, 

The objective of any labor reform should be to 
correct compulsory unionism and to restore to every 
employe everywhere the freedom to decide whether or 
not to support a union and whether to continue or to 
withdraw his support of a union. 

Man should have frequent opportunities to choose 
to support a new union, to confirm a previous choice 
of an old union, or to decide that he doesn’t want to 
support any union at all, the backers of this proposal 
claim. 

Supporters of the “right-to-work” measure claim 
that the only way rank-and-file union members can 
exert real control over union officials is to have the 
right to resign without jeopardizing or losing their 
means of livelihood. Through this power, the propo- 
nents say, members shall have the tools to curb and 
eliminate corruption and racketeering where it exists. 

In their brief, they allege: 

“The potent possibilities of losing membership and 
revenue would do more than anything else to insure 
responsibility on the part of union officials. This 
would not weaken unions, but strengthen them by 
making them more responsive to the wishes of their 
membership. This would give union members really 
effective democratic rule and maintain control of union 
affairs and activities in the membership where it be- 
longs.” 

All must agree with their statement that respon- 
sible unionism “is responsibility to workers and re- 
sponsibility to workers at large.” 

No one can refute the logic of their reasoning when 
they claim that union officers ought to be preoccupied 
essentialy with promoting the interests of their con- 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Brass Workers Demanding Right to Work Break Union 
Picket Lines 


stituents — the workers who have joined the union 
and designated it their bargaining representative. 

Sylvestro Petro, Professor of Law at New York Uni- 
versity, wrote: 

“If union leaders are to be responsible to the mem- 
bership, they must be agents subject to the members, 
not their masters. When men are forced in the first 
place to join unions, forced in the second place to go 
along with plans and programs conceived by their 
leaders and forced in the third place to keep their 
peace if they wish to keep their jobs, it is not surpris- 
ing to find a good many trade-union leaders less than 
responsible to their membership. 


“. . . The ‘right-to-work’ laws are today the most 
striking responses of society to the threats posed by 
big unions .. .” 

Advocating the open shop, he continued: 

“A union which is the free and uncoerced choice of 
its members is certain to be an organism essentially 
different from an organization which has compelled 
unwilling persons to enroll . . .” 

It is interesting to note that compulsory union 
membership is invalid by constitution, statute or ju- 
dicial decision in France, W. Germany, Belgium, Hol- 
land, Denmark, Austria and Switzerland. 

In 1948 the General Assembly of the United Nations 
adopted a Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

Article XX specifically provides that every person 
has the right to belong to a private association but 
may not be compelled to do so, and in Article XXIII, 
Section, the right to work is explicitly protected. 

That some unions and union leaders deserve the 
wrath of the American public no one can deny .. . 
that the Hoffas, the Dios and the Becks warrant cen- 
sorship and punishment we must admit... that there 
have been injustices and abuses in unions, principled 
union leaders would be the first to confess . . . but re- 
sponsible union leaders ask: 

“Is the open shop the answer to the ills of union 
organization and leadership?” 

The open shop leaders have referred to liberty, jus- 
tice and free choice as being dramatically opposed to 
the closed shop. 

Union leaders claim that the “right-to-work” laws 
do not guarantee anyone a job. They do not create 
jobs. Nor do they protect jobs. Of course, unions 
create no jobs either—invested capital and manage- 
ment offering a saleable product create the jobs. 

“Right-to-work” laws, union leaders maintain seek 
to destroy the workers’ hard-won right to bargain 

(See Computsory — page 31) 
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‘CLOSE RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS' -- RADICALS 


Californians made Guinea pigs of atheists and fanatics in national drive against religious instructions to 
youth. Outlawing prayers in public schools followed in drive to force closing of church-operated schools 


N THE November election, voters in California must 

adopt or reject an “initiative proposition” on the 
ballot which calls for cancelling the prevailing tax- 
exemption on religious and other non-profit schools, 
below the college level. In other words, if adopted, 
this initiative measure will subject all private grade 
schools and high schools to the same tax burden that 
now applies to property owned and used for profit- 
making purposes. 


As of now, all 48 states extend tax-exemption to 
non-profit private schools, most of which are conducted 
by churches and other religious organizations. If the 
radicals can use the taxing power to destroy religious 
education in California, they doubtless figure they 
will have a good start toward success on a nation-wide 
scale. In speaking of this measure as one advanced 
by “radicals,” this writer chooses the term purposely, 
and later he proposes to show the various cliques of 
radicals who are spearheading the campaign to tax 
religious education out of existence. 


Proposition 16 on the California ballot has the un- 
mistakable ulterior purpose of destroying religious 
schools, but on the surface it is made to appear to be 
a measure to bring in more tax revenue, at a time 
when the tax-leviers are hard put to find new sources 
of tax-funds with which to support the Golden State’s 
ever-expanding socialistic “welfare activities.” Folks 
from all over America, eager to live off their neighbors, 
have long been flocking to California, “the land of 
plenty for all varieties of parasites, loafers, and free- 
loaders.” This has created the problem of feverishly 
hunting for new sources of tax-income. Side by side 
with Proposition 16 on the California November bal- 
lot, is Proposition 17, which actually would boost the 
state income tax to a maximum of 46%, as compared 
with a high of 12% which is the maximum state in- 
come tax now in effect anywhere in our nation. 


However, it is abundantly clear that Proposition 16, 
by destroying private religious schools for which you 
are not taxed, will put a heavier burden on the public 
schools for which you are taxed and thereby further 
increase taxes. During the past school year, 340,000 
California children attended private religious schools. 
Naturally, their parents paid their full share of the 
tax-burden for support of the public schools. But 
they did not send their children to the public schools. 
Instead, they dug down in their own pockets and fi- 
nanced the religious education of their own youngsters 
in private schools. Many of these religious schools 
are deeply in debt, struggling to keep in operation. To 
impose a crushing tax load upon them will certainly 
force them out of existence. Their students will then 
be transferred to the public schools; with the need for 
new buildings, more teachers, and expanded facilities 
all of which will require millions of dollars in expendi- 
tures. State Controller Robert C, Kirkwood esti- 
mates that it costs $346 per pupil per year to meet 
the operating costs of education in public schools. 
This means that the non-profit, religious sponsored 
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schools, operating without public tax-funds, actually 
save the taxpayers of California some $118 millions 
annually. The closing of these religious schools, and 
the transfer of their students to the public schools, 
will add this $118 million to the annual tax-load of 
the state. In addition new school buildings will need 
to be constructed requiring millions of dollars more. 


If one reads the propaganda gotten out by the spon- 
sors of the tax-religious-education-crusade, he readily 
recognizes that they are not primarily interested in 
tax-revenue at all. Their main design is to destroy 
the teaching of religion to youth. Why? 


Let us consider the three main groups of proponents 
of this destroy-religious-education legislation, Cer- 
tainly, they can only be classified as radicals, of one 
type or another. 


First, there are the organized atheists, agnostics, 
“freethinkers,” socializers, Communizers, ond Nazi- 
fiers. They are frankly and openly against all re- 
ligion, They see the taxation of religious educational 
institutions as the first step toward the taxing of all 
churches and church properties; such has already been 
advocated in other states. They are well aware that 
“the power to tax is the power to destroy.” In Ger- 
many under Hitler, in Italy under Mussolini, and now 
in Poland and other religious countries controlled by 
the Communists, the most relentless campaign has 
and is being carried out to exterminate religious edu- 
cation in all its forms. 


Blatant atheist groups are taking a leading part in 
California this year to bring about the destruction of 


Dr. Dan W. Gilbert 


; 
4 
on 
7 


church-operated schools by taxation. Among the most 
prominent individuals in this agitation is former Gov- 
ernor Culbert Olson, the only Democrat to be elected 
Governor of the Golden State since 1892. Mr. Olson 
served one term as Governor in the nineteen-thirties. 
Several months ago, he appeared on a television pro- 
gram during the course of which he proclaimed him- 
self an atheist who regards God as a “myth.” In fil- 
ing a legal brief in support of the proposal to tax 
church schools, Mr. Olson said, “‘In God We Trust’ is 
based entirely upon belief or pretended belief in the 
idea of a supernatural being, of the existence of which 
there is no evidence whatsoever, and plenty of evidence 
to the contrary. In fact, it is a myth.” 

A San Diego group, calling itself Californians for 
Public Schools, circulates a pamphlet demanding tax- 
ation of church-operated schools, and in a covering 
letter says, “Intelligent men know that religion is an 
insanity of mankind .. . Because all citizens must pay 
taxes escaped by the churches . . . free-thinkers must 
support the very doctrines which they abhor and are 
opposed to.” 

It is true, of course, that many sincere people have 
been misled into supporting the destroy-religious- 
schools-campaign by the clever propaganda of the 
anti-Christians representing this as a move to strength- 
en the public schools. Misguided “public school zealots” 
are among the main supporters of Proposition 16. 
However, it is a radical and fanatical position to main- 
tain that devotion to the public school requires the 
destruction of private religious schools. Some of 
these self-proclaimed champions of the public school 
insist that it must be an all-embracing monopoly and 
every child must be incorporated into the public school 
system if they are to be educated. They are like the 
radical labor union monopolists who demand that ev- 
eryone join a union to earn his bread, whether he 
wants to join or not. They prate about defending the 
public school as “the cornerstone of democracy”; and 
then they inconsistently argue that liberty of choice 
must be destroyed in order to advance democracy. 
Really, they are arguing for the transformation of our 
free Government into totalitarianism. 

The American system is for public schools and pri- 
vate schools to exist side by side, with parents left 
free to choose between them, with the understanding, 
of course, that they individually must pay extra if 
they are to patronize a private school, Dr. C. ©. Tril- 
lingham, Superintendent of the Los Angeles County 
School System, has summed up the meaning of free- 
dom, religion, and education in America in these 
words: “The American system of universal education 
consists of our private, parochial (or church) and 
public schools—making possible a freedom of educa- 
tional choice essential to our national welfare. Our 
public schools make possible an education to all and 
take care of the major share of the load. All of these 
schools, private, parochial, and public, have a right 
to exist and an important role to play—these schools 
should supplement, rather than compete with each 
other .. . As a public school educator, I should sup- 
port the concept and program of good private and 
parochial schools, for Government monopoly of edu- 
cation would be tragic.” 

Yes, Government monopoly of education would be 
tragic—and would lead straight toward totalitarian- 
ism here, just as it has abroad, under Nazi, Fascist, 
and Communist systems. 

The third group of radicals favoring tax-and-destroy 
religious education operate with their propaganda un- 
der various camouflages. Believers in religious toler- 
ance and fairness often shy away from openly dealing 
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with them. Religious bigotry is never a pleasant sub- 
ject to discuss, but it can never be dealt with unless it 
is brought out in the open and fairly appraised. 

Americanism means free competition within the 
realm of the economic, the intellectual, and the spir- 
itual. Manufacturers try to sell their fellow-citizens 
on the superiority of their brand of soap, medicine, or 
automobiles. Republicans try to convert Democrats 
—and Democrats try to convert Republicans—to their 
own brand of political thinking. And, in the relig- 
ious realm, Protestants are out to make converts of 
Catholics and Jews; while the latter groups go to 
great lengths to show Protestants that their religious 
ideas and ideals are closer to Eternal Truth. The spir- 
it of competition is fine and beneficial—so long as it is 
kept fair and operated according to the Golden Rule. 

But, human nature being what it is, there is always 
the danger that wholesome enthusiasm will develop 
into narrow fanaticism. Throughout history, some 
religious leaders have yielded to the temptation to use 
governmental power and coercion to suppress or de- 
stroy church groups that were deemed to be “enemies,” 
not just competitors. This writer is an ordained Bap- 
tist minister. Naturally, he would like to see other 
Protestants, Catholics, and Jews come over to the 
Baptist way of worship, thought, and life. But he 
abhors any program that would use Government co- 
ercion to undermine or hamper the growth and full ex- 
pression of other religious groups, churches, schools, 
and organizations. 

Much of the propaganda in favor of taxing religious 
schools is circulated by elements who call themselves 
“Protestants and Other Americans.” Their thinly 
disguised argument, which strikes this writer as be- 
ing ignorant fanaticism in the extreme, is that, since 
the Roman Catholic Church goes in for religious edu- 
cation on a big scale, to destroy religious education by 
taxation would be to strike a heavy blow at this par- 
ticular faith. The whole idea is utterly un-American 
—to use the power of taxation in an effort to destroy 
one church, while benefiting others. 

Like all fanaticism, this intolerance is tied up with 
the crassest kind of ignorance. In the first place, it 
is not true that Catholics necessarily depend more 
than some other church groups upon religious educa- 

(See Rapicats — page 32) 
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Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic 


“Intellectuals of the 
World Unite" 


“Workers of the world unite,” has been the bait 
slogan of the Communists from the time of Karl Marx. 
It was the bait slogan used so effectively by Lenin and 
Trotsky in organizing the revolution in Russia. The 
slogan is inscribed on the seal of the Soviet Govern- 
ment today. 

The Democrat Party presidential candidate in the 
past two elections, after a tour of Russia and the Iron 
Curtain countries recently, is reported to have said 
that the World’s slogan should be: “Intellectuals of the 
world unite.” This may have been another of Adlai 
Stevenson’s wisecracks, but he was undoubtedly think- 
ing that if the so-called “brains” of the world rallied 
around such a slogan on the constructive side of the 
battle between freedom on the one hand and Commu- 
nist enslavement on the other, the “brains” could out- 
conspire the Communist “workers’” conspiracy. Al- 
though it is conceded that Stevenson is an “intellec- 
tual,” he is undoubtedly uninformed regarding the 
real nature of the forces which conceived the Commu- 
nist ideology and promoted the Red revolutionary 
take-over in Russia, Red China and the Iron Curtain 
countries and of the background of today’s Communist 
Party leaders and promoters of Socialism and Com- 
munism throughout the world. 

First, let us emphasize a fact that this writer has 
often stressed in lectures and articles. There has 
never been a “workers’ revolution.” There has never 
been a “workers’ government.” The nearest thing to 
a “workers’ government” has been the people’s Gov- 
ernment — the free voting Government of the United 
States. Workers in this country can become heads 
of large corporations and attain positions in State 
and Federal Governments. Among the many work- 
ers who have advanced themselves to high positions in 
the United States were Abraham Lincoln, a farmer 
and store clerk; the tin worker, Senator John Davis, 
former Secretary of Labor; Andrew Carnegie, a Brit- 
ish immigrant; Benjamin Franklin and others. 

In the United States, a worker as does the intellec- 
tual, has freedom of opportunity. In Communist coun- 
tries the intellectual baited the worker to action and 
then assumed the role of his tyrannical boss. Under our 
form of Government the worker can rise to unlim- 
ited heights. Under Communism he has been used as 


cannon fodder by the “intellectual” revolutionaries 
and made the slave of his intellectual masters. 

And so it is that Stevenson’s slogan, “Intellectuals 
of the world unite” has been the back-stage slogan of 
the Communists and Socialists, while “Workers of 
the world unite” has been their trick slogan. One writ- 
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er stated recently: “The belief of die-hards that Com- 
munism thrives where there is illiteracy and poverty 
is a fallacy.” He cited irrefutable facts against it. He 
showed that Communism is not a doctrine which flour- 
ishes under such conditions; that the party has made 
its greatest gains in free countries only after relative 
prosperity had set in and only in areas in those 
countries where prosperity and intellectualism were 
prevalent. 

One of the heads of French Communism passed away 
recently. He was not only a top government scientist, 
but was also one of the most intellectual in his coun- 
try. He was Jean Frederic Joliot-Curie, a Nobel Prize 
winner. Curie was a member of the Central Commit- 
tee of the Communist Party and head of the Moscow 
World Peace Council, a cold war front for the 
Kremlin. 

It is generally assumed by most Americans that 
Communists are ignorant and ill advised. Communist 
propaganda has been effective in brain-washing the 
American people to the extent that they believe these 
falsities. The masterminds of Communism — Marx, 
Lenin, Trotsky on down — never calloused their hands 
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by physical labor. Communism has been promoted by 
intellectuals appealing to the greed of workers. They 
succeeded in turning the laborers against the “bour- 
geoisie,” the so-called “capitalists.” 

In his original “Communist Manifesto,” Marx ap- 
pealed to the “middle class.” Engels, the son of a 
wealthy industrialist, who worked with Marx was of 
the opinion that an appeal to be effective had to be 
made to one extreme class against another. The re- 
vised “Manifesto” then appealed to the “proletariat” 
against the “bourgeoisie,” not to the “middle class.” 
Marx came from a bourgeoisie family; Engels from an 
ultra-bourgeoisie family. Lenin and Trotsky who 
took up the cudgels of Marx and Engles and put their 
ideologies into practice both came from “bourgeoisie” 
families. They accepted “bourgeoisie” finances from 
the bankers of Germany to set up their pre-revolution- 
ary conspiracy and propaganda machine in Russia. 
The revolution was financed by German “bourgeoisie” 
money at the request of the German Kaiser’s General 
War Staff. 

The educated leftist from the upper bracket class 
has been overlooked by many Americans. Their pat- 
tern is international and evidently is one that was 
given root by Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Lenin, 
Trotsky and others in the Socialist, Communist and 
anarchist ranks. Lenin said, “Ordinary workers are 
too short-sighted to desire Socialism. They are only 
concerned with winning petty concessions from their 
bosses in matters of pay, hours of work, etc. What 
is needed, therefore, is not a large workers’ party, 
taking its cue from what the workers most desire, but 
a closed party of professional full-time revolutionaries 
who know what is best for the workers. Such a party 
can be recruited mainly from the educated groups 
and perhaps some self-educated workers, Its program 
and policies are to be decided on the basis of a super- 
knowledge of the truth which few workers can under- 
stand and then imposed on all workers by propaganda 
and strong leadership.” (Lenin — “What Is To Be 
Done,” 1902) 

So the leaders of the Communist or so-called “work- 
ers’ movement” have come not from the “proletariat” 
or workers’ ranks, but from the “bourgeoisie” or cap- 
italist ranks. They have not been underprivileged or 
downtrodden. They came from the privileged class, 
the higher educated class, They are not humanitarians, 
but are conniving individuals, bent on taking over 
coutrol of the lives of those they can mislead; in 
changing or seizing the government, the labor unions 
and the industries of the nations of the world. They 
insist that everyone is wrong but themselves. 

Karl Marx was the son of a highly educated and 
well-off family. He was a graduate of Berlin and 
Bonn Universities. Frederick Engels was the son of a 
wealthy German textile industrialist and a graduate 
of the same universities. Lenin was the son of a 
Russian nobleman and a graduate of the University 
of Kazan and the University of St. Petrograd. Trot- 
sky was the son of a “bourgeoisie” farm owner and 
journalist. He was a graduate of the University ot 
Odessa. Nicoles Ivanivich was the son of an educator 
and a graduate of the University of Moscow and the 
University of Vienna, he was later on the faculty at 
the universities of Moscow and Sverdlov. Felix Ed- 
mundovich Dzierznusky was the son of a nobleman and 
a graduate of the University of Kornov. Michael 
Vasilevich Frunz was the son of a physician and a 
graduate of the St. Petrograd Polytechnical College. 
Leon Borissovich Kamenev (Rosenfeld) was the son 
of a capitalist and a graduate of the Universities of 
Moscow and Leningrad. Alexandra Kollontay was 
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the daughter of a Tzarist General and a graduate of 
the University of Zurich. Maxim Litvinotf (Wallach) 
was the son of a banker and a university graduate. An- 
atol Vassilivitch Lunarcharsky was the son of a judge 
and a graduate of the Universities of Zurich and Paris. 
Christian Rakovsky was the son of a “bourgeoisie” 
and a graduate of the Medical College of Paris. He 
was a member of the faculty of the University of 
Berlin. Alexander Petrovich Smirnov was the son of 
an engineer and a graduate of an agricultural col- 
(See Exemy — Page 23) 
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FOR—Fundamental Americanism; Constitutional Repre 
sentative Government; Constructive National Policies. 


@ AGAINST—All Subversive Movements Inimical to Ameri- 


ean Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 


“We, THE people of the United 
States, in Order to form a more 
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vide for the common defense, promote the general Wel- 
fare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves 
and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.” 

That is the preamble to one of the greatest docu- 
ments of all times —the Constitution of the United 
States. It has in the past been the guiding star of 
many small nations. It has in the past been a sign 
of miracle to those older nations who were sure that 
the new Republic would, as had the attempted Re- 
publics of the past, go down, pulled down by the 
wranglings of the citizens. 

What was not taken into account was that the 
wrangling, in this instance, preceded the Constitution. 
It has been said that the Constitutional Convention 
where it was framed was an assemblage of hostile 
camps. It certainly was the scene of intense and 
bitter struggle, of a heterogeneous mass striving to 
cohere, while pulled every which way by a thousand 
sectional interests. 

But by the hardest of cooperative efforts they finally 
managed to put down on paper the basic formula for 
a free government planned not for the moment, but 
for all time. 

The fifty-five men attending the Constitutional Con- 
vention were a cross section of the America of that 
day. All but eight were born here. Twenty-five were 
college men. Eighteen had been officers in the Army. 
Thirty-four were or had been lawyers. Eight were 
merchants or financiers. Six were planters. Three 
were physicians. Two were former ministers. Sev- 
eral were college professors. And the Press was rep- 
resented by the oldest of the delegates — Benjamin 
Franklin. 

It was in order to avoid the granting of too much 
power to any one man or to any one group, that the 
system of checks and balances was devised. It was 
this that made of the piece of paper, now so carefully 
enshrined in the National Archives, the document 
which worked! 

Consider some of the safeguards of liberty that were 
set up. 

The legislative, executive and judicial powers are 
lodged in distinctly separate bodies of public servants 
whose defined powers and duties would compel them 
to check and balance one another, No uncontrolled 
power is lodged in any of them. 

No act of Congress is of any validity unless it rests 
upon the authority conferred by the Constitution, 

The National Government is granted only such pow- 
powers as are absolutely necessary for the discharge of 
purely national functions, such as could not be dis- 
charged by the States, acting either separately or 
through interstate compacts. 

By retaining large powers in the States the people 
intended to erect a further barrier against encroach- 
ment upon their liberties by a central Government. 

The Constitution is The Law of the Land—binding 
upon all—from the President down. 

As long as the concept of the Constitution, as the 


Founding Fathers saw it, was adhered to, there was 
perfect coordination—a balance between the three 
branches of Government—legislative, executive and 
judicial. 

The weakening of the Constitution came only when 
there was, during the New Deal administration, a 
grab for power on the part of the Executive branch, 


acquiesced in by a subservient Legislature. The cen- 
tralization of power in the hands of the Executive, 
which the framers of the Constitution had so greatly 
feared, and which was further thrust aside by George 
Washington, our first President, has been of more 
danger in late years to our liberties, than threats from 
outside this continent. 

It is time that Congress, the direct representatives 
of the people, called a halt! That it took back the 
powers vested in it by the Constitution and that the 
checks and balances principle, which made the most 
efficient and workable form of Government yet devised 
for the growth and progress of a country and its peo- 
ple, be again put into effect. 

We have a Constitutien! Let us return to its guid- 
ance and protection, else we go the ill-fated way of 
other governments. 

WHERE DOES ALL Over the country the first 
of this month American citizens 
LABOR STAND? celebrated Labor Day. There 
. were many speeches about the 
great things that Organized Labor has accomplished. 
There were statements of high ideals. There were 
reminders of the state of slave labor under the Soviet 
and its satellites and Red China — for, and this must 
be remembered by all of us, Organized Labor in the 
United States was among the first force to come out 
openly against Bolshevism, led to that position by 

Samuel Gompers. 

The rank and file of Organized Labor are American 
citizens, with the same background, the same ideals, 
the same likes and the same prejudices as the rest of 
the people of their community. 

So it is to them that we want to address a few 
questions: 

Do you approve the backing given to the General 
Strike technique by ORIT, arm of the AFL-CIO, and 
the consentive endorsement of the use of this tech- 
nique as given by the Executive Council of the AFL- 
CIO in a resolution or statement on May 22, 1957? 
(See Narionat Repusiic for July, 1958.) 

Do you approve the acclaim given by an interna- 
tional union affiliated with the AFL-CIO to Romulo 
Betancourt, former president of Venezuela, and pres- 
ident of the Democratic Action Party, at a dinner in 
his honor? 

This is the same Romulo Betancourt who said on 
July 30, 1958, “The next constitutional government (of 
Venezuela) will have the structure and composition 
similar to the Popular Front governments which exist- 
ed in France and Spain in 1936 and in Chile in 1938.” 
History has proven the Communist control of the 
Spanish government of that date. 

Do you approve of the close association by AFL- 
CIO leadership with known and openly admitted So- 


12 


cialists, who have only—since Communism became un- 
popular—come out against it? If the World Federa- 
tion of Trade Unions recognized by part of American 
Labor as a Communist front, is the leadership of those 
in the AFL-CIO combination who endorsed it and 
worked with it for years, acceptable to you? 

Do you approve of the new type of union labor 
political action? Samuel Gompers said that Organ- 
ized Labor should vote for its friends and defeat its 
enemies—but he referred to labor issues—NOT to the 
whole series of socialistic legislation such as foreign 
aid, diplomatic relations and foreign trade at the ex- 
pense of American workers jobs! 

Frankly, all of these questions have come to us 
from American workingmen who say they do not ap- 
prove such actions. 

If Organized Labor is an Institution, based on the 
same set-up as the American Government, then—can’t 
YOU do something about it? 


Concress has adjourned. The Con- 
gressional candidates have gone back 


THE PLUS 
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ready occasionally slipped away to mend their fences 
and to maneuver for the support of the power groups 
in their areas to do much of their work for them. 

Now the campaigns will begin in dead earnest and 
until the first week in November the average voter 
will be deluged with printed material praising this 
man and damning his opponent. The radio will be 
raucous with political speeches — many of which will 
be a source of humor to those in Washington who 
know how often the candidate’s views and his votes 
do not synchronize. 

Even television will cease to be a relaxation. 

There will be political panaceas proclaimed for 
every known ill in the world. Ideas for everything 
from support for voyages to the moon to “How to 
Tame Khrushchev” will be offered. 

So we are going to offer a suggestion. Our recom- 
mendation to the voter is that he look for the plus 
quality. Or to put it in an old-fashioned way, we sug- 
gest asking yourself about the candidate in your area 
—‘What is his integrity worth?” 

Did your representative spend his time on the job 
in Washington? What was his record of attendance? 

Did your representative vote the way he was in- 
structed by the will of the voter? Or did he play 
pressure politics when he reached the halls of Con- 
gress? Did he stay by the platform of his party and 
the principles of the voters of his district? 

In company with many of his political opponents, 
we had the feeling that politics had made a step for- 
ward when Senator Knowland, stepping down from 
his post as Minority Leader, took the floor as Sen- 
ator from California, to vote against aid to Commu- 
nist satellites, and then it was recalled that when he 
came to Washington to finish the term of Hiram John- 
son, he voted as Johnson had been instructed. But 
Knowland ran on his own platform next time. 

We use this merely as an illustration of the kind 
of thing we are after in politics. The plus quality of 
integrity. 

We don’t want amateurs in Washington. We want 
men who know what they believe and what they stand 
for—men who will keep to the line of their promises. 

So Mr., Mrs. and Miss Voter look for the hall- 
mark of integrity on you candidate, just as you would 
look for the Sterling on your silver—and send us men 

‘with the plus quality—Integrity! 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Some months ago General George 
E. Stratemeyer, regarded as one 


THE RIGHT OF 


from stating certain opinions and conclusions of his 
own to the American people over a national broadcast. 

We are quick to criticize and condemn censorship 
in other countries—and then practise it ourselves. It 
is this sort of difference between announced and for- 
mulated policy which has made American foreign pol- 
icy at large a ridiculous hodge-podge. 

Either General Stratemeyer was under restraint as 
a retired officer or he was not. 

If he was under restraint as a retired officer re- 
ceiving recompense from the Government he had so 
bravely and freely served, his remarks should have 
been validated for expression prior to the broadcast. 

If he was not subject to restraint on policy matters, 
he was the victim of a creeping bureaucratic dictator- 
ship which can eventually override the most precious 
of all our Constitution-guaranteed rights—free speech. 

What happened was this. General Stratemeyer was 
asked by CBS to participate in a documentary pro- 
gram commemorating the third anniversary of the 
Korean Armistice. He was assured before the tape re- 
cording was made that the statement would be broad- 
cast “as recorded and would not be cut or twisted.” 
He then made the following recording. 

“I am greatly honored to pay tribute to the offi- 
cers, men and women who fought in the United Na- 
tions disastrous Korean War where the United States 
Military Forces were defeated for the first time 
through no fault of their own. 

“General Douglas MacArthur, General Earle E. 
Partridge, General Rosie O'Donnell, General Henebry, 
Admiral Turner Joy, General Johnnie Walker, Gen- 
eral Matt Ridgway and General Van Fleet, the top 
commanders, all of whom performed with great cour- 
age, bravery, and intelligence. Their men and women 
were wonderful beyond all belief. 

“Had General MacArthur been permitted, he could 
have thrown the murderous Communist Chinese back 
across the Yalu as early as December, 1950, but those 
in power in Washington would not allow this. 

“The heroic South Koreans from President Syng- 
man Rhee down to the airman, soldier, and sailor 
cannot be praised too highly. This is also true of the 
Turks, the Filipinos, the British, the Greeks, the Si- 
amese and the Australians. 

“The lessons learned from our defeat in the Korean 
War are these: 

“One—Don’t ever again fight under the United Na- 
tions. You will not be permitted to win. 

“Two—Always support those who hate Godless Com- 
munism as exemplified in General MacArthur, Presi- 
dent Syngman Rhee, General Partridge, and President 
Chiang Kai-shek. 

“Three—The United States Air Force can always 
supply the air needs of the Ground Forces. 

“Four—Keep the U. 8. State Department out of 
military Business. 

“Five—Air Supply and Air Transportation is an 
absolute necessity to the Air Forces, the Ground 
Forces and the Navy in any future war.” 

The paragraphs in italics were omitted. 

Admiral Radford, Admiral Dan Gallery, Admiral 
Arleigh Burke were subsequently subjected to similar 
treatment—apparently by official sources, and some- 
thing happened to Ambassador Lodge in recent weeks. 
The American people should consider this kind of 
threat a grave danger to the continued existence of 
their right to free speech! 


PROTECTING THE PEOPLE 


From “A Defense of the Constitution of the United States” 


By JOHN ADAMS 


President of the United States, 1797-1801 


States’ Rights ; Civil Rights; Laior’s Rights ; Chil- 
dren’s Rights; Teachers’ Rights; Minority Rights 
—and 80 on, ad infinitum. 

But —in the beginning there was talk only of 
the People’s Rights — which were after all Equal 
Rights, for all men were equal under the Consti- 
tution. 

Here, therefore, is a Defense of the Rights of 
People as it was written by John Adams. 

—Tue Epirors 


[* IS agreed that “the end of all government is the 
good and ease of the people, in a secure enjoyment 
of their rights, without oppression”; but it must be 
remembered, that the rich are people as well as the 
poor; that they have rights as well as others; that 
they have as clear and as sacred a right to their large 
property as others have to theirs which is smaller; 
that oppression to them is as possible and as wicked 
as to others; that stealing, robbing, cheating, are the 
same crimes and sins, whether committed against them 
or others. The rich, therefore, ought to have an ef- 
fectual barrier in the constitution against being robbed, 
plundered, and murdered, as well as the poor; and 
this can never be without an independent senate. 

The poor should have a bulwark against the same 
dangers and oppressions; and this can never be with- 
out a house of representatives of the people. 

But neither the rich nor the poor can be defended 
by their respective guardians in the constitution, with- 
out an executive power, vested with a negative fveto], 
equal to either, to hold the balance even between them, 
and decide when they cannot agree. If it is asked, 
When will this negative be used? it may be answered, 
Perhaps never. The known existence of it will prevent 
all occasion to exercise it; but if it has not a being, 
the want of it will be felt every day. If it has not 
been used in England for a long time past, it by no 
means follows that there have not been occasions when 
it might have been employed with propriety. But one 
thing is very certain, that there have been many occa- 
sions since the Revolution [of 1688], when the con- 
stitution would have been overturned if the negative 
had not been an indubitable prerogative of the crown. 

It is agreed that the people are “most sensible of 
their own burdens; and being once put into a capac- 
ity and freedom of acting, are the most likely to pro- 
vide remedies for their own relief.” For this reason 
they are an essential branch of the legislature, and 
have a negative on all laws, an absolute control over 
every grant of money, and an unlimited right to ac- 
cuse their enemies before an impartial tribunal. 
Thus far they are most sensible of their burdens, and 
are most likely to provide remedies. 

But it is affirmed that they are not only incapable 
of managing the executive power, but would be in- 
stantly corrupted by it in such numbers, as would 
destroy the integrity of all elections. It is denied 
that the legislative power can be wholly intrusted in 
their hands with a moment’s safety. The poor and 
the vicious would instantly rob the rich and virtuous, 
spend their plunder in debauchery, or confer it upon 


some idol, who would become the despot; or, to speak 
more intelligibly, if not more accurately, some of the 
rich, by debauching the vicious to their corrupt in- 
terest, would plunder the virtuous, and become more 
rich, until they acquired all the property, or a balance 
of property and of power, in their own hands, and 
domineered as despots in an oligarchy. 

It is agreed that the “people know where the shoe 
wrings, what grievances are most heavy,” and, there- 
fore, they should always hold an independent and es- 
sential part in the legislature, and be always able to 
prevent the shoe from wringing more, and the griev- 
ances from being made more heavy; they should have 
a full hearing of all their arguments, and a full share 
of all consultations, for easing the foot where it is in 
pain, and for lessening the weight of grievances or 
annihilating them. But it is denied that they have 
right, or that they should have power to take from 
one man his property to make another easy, and they 
only know “what fences they stand in need of to shel- 
ter them from the injurious assaults of those powers 
that are above them”; meaning, by the powers above 
them, senators and magistrates, though, properly 
speaking, there are no powers above them but the law, 
which is above all men, governors and senators, kings, 
and nobles, as well as commons. 

The Americans have agreed with this writer in the 
sentiment that “it is but reason that people should 
see that none be interested in the supreme authority 

(See Prorectinc — page 32) 
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THE PREACHER WHO WOULDN'T PRAY 


Congressional and State legislative sessions open with prayer; all major assemblies including the Constitu- 
tional Convention have bowed in prayer; ministers pray for the living and the dead, the saint and the sinner, 
but there are some who renege on praying for our nation 


()NE-WORLDERS fear, hate, and try to stamp out 
patriotism. An astonishing example of the dan- 
gerous extremes to which One-Worlders will go, ex- 
ists now in a preacher who refuses to pray. One- 
Worlders have moulded him, altering by pressure, 
changing him into a preacher who won’t pray. 

The shocking apostasy grew out of a situation cre- 
ated when residents, for the first time in the history 
of a California city, began planning a United States 
Day celebration, October 23. 

It is pertinent to the story that the city’s One- 
Worlders’ for years on end, had been raising the 
United Nations flag and showering One-World litera- 
ture upon the town. The patriotic preparations for 
U. S. Day jolted the U. N. One-Worlders. 

They yelped when the United States Day committee 
broadcast public invitations promising free entertain- 
ment, an outdoor pageant, band music, singing, lights, 
bunting, marching—in other words, an all-American 
“show” to celebrate American freedom under the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America. 

Reprisal from the One-Worlders was furious and 
swift. A photo of the sombre local U. N. steering 
committee appeared in the local press announcing that 
some of the dour-faced men and women who were 
“hitting at isolationists” were also members of the 
League of Women Voters, the P.T.A. Council, Y.M.C.A.., 
Junior Chamber of Commerce, and — take note — the 
Ministerial Association and of a local Methodist 
Church, which has been notorious for its “social gos- 
pel” church program. 

More action ensued. 

Head of an organization which was invited to at- 
tend the free, patriotic exercises told the chairman 
of United States Day via telephone that the invited 
organization would not participate in the community- 
wide celebration because “United States Day was con- 
troversial,” that “United States Day would harm the 
U. N. world peace movement,” and hung up. 

The telephone rang again. Another call, same story, 
same ending. 

The preacher showed up next, he who had previ- 
ously promised to give the Invocation Prayer. He 
stammered miserably that he was withdrawing from 
the United States Day Program. His objection was 
identical with those the chairman had already heard. 

The U. S. Day chairman reasoned patiently with 
the agitated preacher, who was assistant to a pastor. 
The young man was obviously manacled by an ulti- 
matum, no doubt handed down by One-Worlders im- 
bedded in the Church. The U. N. Charter and sup- 
porting documents of the United Nations were laid 
before the young preacher’s eyes, especially the in- 
famous provision contained in the U. N.’s Covenant 
on Human Rights which would seize mankind’s Di- 
vinely bestowed right to manifest faith in God ac- 
cording to the dictates of the soul, and subject it to 
limitations prescribed by U. N. law. 

Since the Covenant is red-taped to the Charter by 
legal language, the Covenant provisions which re- 
strict religious worship can be implemented through 
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the U. N. Charter which, in turn, is defined by some 
experts as a treaty which overrides the U. 8S. Consti- 
tution. 

The beautifully precise language of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, prohibiting Congress from 
passing laws restricting the free exercise of religion 
was laid side by side with the tricky, wordy snare 
set for religion by U. N. law. 

The picture was brutally plain. 

The young preacher wavered as he learned for the 
first time, of the chronological development of the 
U. N., of the Alger Hiss-type of betrayers who built 
the U. N. trap, of the fact that atheistic Communism 
has madly overrun the Earth since inception of the 
morally-derelict U. N., and that the force that could 
shut his mouth menaced all pulpits, not only in the 
United States, but throughout the entire world. 


An unwary U. 8. Senate, lulled by the siren song of 
“world peace,” consented to ratification of the U. N. 
Charter in 1945. After almost nine years of disillu- 
sionment and alarm, the late Senator Pat McCarran 
warned America against the U. N. One-World in a 
ringing speech delivered on the floor of the U. 8S. Sen- 
ate on January 28, 1954. That prophecy, “Present 
Danger to the Constitution of the United States,” Vol. 
100, No. 18 of the Congressional Record, if read uni- 
versally, could dash the U. N. blinders from not only 
unperceiving American eyes, but from the eyes of 


(See Preacher — page 32) 


PRAYER DAY 
By Presidential Proclamation 


All Americans are called on by President 
Eisenhower to take part in nationwide prayers 
on October first, a day set aside for the occa- 
sion by Presidential proclamation as approved 
by Congress in 1952. 

The President calls on all Americans to pray 
“That we may be mindful that this nation, un- 
der God, arrived at its present position by the 
toil and sacrifice of many citizens who subor- 
dinated personal interest in the general wel- 
fare; 

“That we may have divine guidance in our 
efforts to lead our children in the paths of 
truth, and to provide a healthy environment in 
which they may grow in body, mind, and spirit; 

“That we may be saved from blinding pride 
and from any act hurtful to the concord of 
free nations”; and “that we may have the cour- 
age to move forward in the unconquerable spir- 
it of a free people, strong in faith, and to work 
toward goals of human betterment that may be 
attained beyond our span of years.” 
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FEDERAL DEBT BIG DANGER 


The Federal debt limit can include all defense needs if pared 


of luxury items. 


Government spending must not be political 
By JOHN D. GARWOOD 


Professor of Economics, Fort Hays Kansas State College 


QE OF the greatest economic problems in the U. 8. 

in the twentieth century is that economic mon- 
strosity, the Federal debt. One might well ask: Will 
the deficits become permanent and continue to pile up 
debt upon debt until real economic disaster comes? 
If we cannot make ends meet today in a decade of un- 
precedented prosperity, in a time when tax collections 
strap and bind the ordinary citizen, then when can we 
expect to have our Government follow a pay-as-you-go 
plan? 

From the year 1792, the first fiscal year of the Fed- 
eral Government, through the year 1916, public credit 
offered no difficult economic problem. Thus, in the 
124-year span there were 43 deficit years and 81 sur- 
plus years. Our debt exceeded one billion dollars for 
the first time during the Civil War. As late as July 
1, 1914, interest bearing debt amounted to less than 
one billion dollars. 

During President Jackson’s administration, the debt 
was paid off in toto. The problem at the turn of the 
twentieth century was more one of surpluses than of 
deficits. It should be remembered too that at that 
time the Federal Government’s sources of revenue 
were principally excise taxes and custom duties. 

During World War I, the Woodrow Wilson war 
years 1917, 1918, and 1919, the debt mounted by thir- 
teen billion dollars. The years from 1919-1931 found 
the succeeding Republican administrations steadily 
reducing that debt by surpluses which, through care- 
ful Government management, found their way into the 
Treasury year after year. 

The decade of the New Deal thirties found the Fed- 
eral debt mounting larger year after year, due to the 
Keynes policy of spending and spending, even though 
taxing and taxing to elect and elect. For the first 
time in our history the “problem” of the national debt 
found its way into school and college text-books and 
sidewalk discussions. 

The decade of the forties and the World War Il 
financing catapulted the debt to levels heretofore con- 
sidered impossible by even the most advanced of the 
academicians. 

By this time it was apparent that this economic 
“thing” was not going to go away. It needed ration- 
alization, a philosophy. Thus, the thesis was expound- 
ed that “it won’t hurt us, we owe it to ourselves, it’s 
all right to go on enlarging the debt decade after 
decade.” But the Treasury Department could not meet 
Government debts by such promises and the tax col- 
lectors continued to attach people’s properties in 
cases of defaulted tax payments. 

It may well be that these concepts of the debt will 
require overhauling in the immediate years ahead 
where consensus seems to be that even at the present 
expanded levels of expenditures and taxation, the debt 
will steadily increase by annual amounts larger than 
any reached previously in peacetime. Estimates of 
the increase in the debt for the fiscal year of 1959 
range from 10-15 billion dollars, an amount compar- 
able to the total increase in the debt during World 


War I, and the total accumulated debt is now the 
highest in all history. 


At the present time, the debt ranges around 28v 
billion dollars. To put it in more meaningful figures, 
this is an amount equal to the full value of all the 
land, all the buildings, all the mines, all the machin- 
ery, all the livestock, everything of tangible value in 
the U. 8. 


It is approximately five times as large as the debt 
20 years ago. During the same interval our gross na- 
tional product increased less than four times. 

But this is not all of the debt obligation of the Fed- 
eral Government. In addition, the Federal Govern- 
ment has guaranteed, insured, or assumed on a con- 
tingent basis another 250 billion dollars of debt. 

In the field of social security, the Federal Govern- 
ment has a growing liability, a liability which grows 
in time of stress as a deterrent to unemployment and 
in times of prosperity it grows as benefits are enlarged 
through popular demand. 

Today interest on the deficit comes to $7.8 billion 
annually, or about $3.1 billion more than in 1956 when 
the debt was approximately the same size. About 2% 
of the national income goes annually to pay the in- 
terest of the debt. In 1940 interest payments amount- 
ed to about 1.3% of national income, on an income 
about one-fourth that of 1957. 

Today the interest charge on the Federal debt takes 
more than 10% of our Federal tax revenue. This is a 
figure roughly equivalent to all of the revenue secured 
from our third largest source of revenue, the Federal 
excise tax. 

Deficit spending leads to a cheapening of the dollar. 
Beginning in 1940 with a 100 cent dollar the value 
of the dollar has declined by more than half. In other 
words, the dollar you earn buys only 50c worth of 
merchandise in comparison. 

Since 1940 the Federal Government has borrowed 
and spent a quarter of a trillion dollars more than it 
has collected in taxes. The dollar continues to de- 
cline in value during 1958. Governmental deficits are 
a major factor in lowering the purchasing value of 
the dollar. Government borrowing from banks and 


LIBERTY VS. SERVITUDE 


“I place economy among the first 
and most important virtues, and pub- 
lic debt as the greatest of dangers to 
be feared. To preserve our independ- 
ence, we must not let our rulers load us with 
perpetual debt. We must make our choice be- 
tween economy and liberty, or profusion and 
servitude.” 


— THoMaAs JEFFERSON 
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Federal Reserve Banks creates purchasing power which 
is spent for goods and services, 

Cheapened money is simply inflation, an economic 
fever which robs creditors, devalues pensions, wages, 
and fixed incomes. Once started it snowballs, picking 
up Momentum as it goes. It has a built-in accelerator. 
As prices rise Government expenditures increase. The 
Federal Government is the greatest single spender of 
our economy. This calls for more and more revenue 
either from ever increasing taxes or borrowing. 

With a debt of such Gargantuan proportions, the 
Federal Government is faced with the problems of 
constant refinancing of the debt. Interest charges 
may be minimized by financing with short-term paper, 
but this advantage is offset by the expense of refinanc- 
ing so frequently. Thus, the Government may be 
forced to seek borrowers for one-fourth to one-third of 
its debt annually. 

The Truman Administration was committed to a 
policy of short-term financing with accompanying low 
rates of interest. This policy is one of inflation, i.e., a 
policy of maintaining low interest charges on a debt 
of the magnitude of the Federal debt thus has far- 
reaching ramifications, 

To be more specific, during these years the Federal 
Reserve Banks were required to support the Treasury 
bond market, i.e., stand ready to purchase Treasury 
bonds at the offering price should other buyers fail to 
buy the bonds at the preferred rate of interest. The en- 
actment of this role by the Federal Reserve authorities 
was in itself inflationary. Thus, at a time after World 
War II when Federal Reserve authorities sought to 
contain inflationary pressures in the economy, they 
were placed in a position of bondbuyers. 

This had a triple inflationary impact—maintaining 
a low rate of interest is inflationary; secondly, Federal 
Reserve purchase of bonds creates additional purchas- 
ing power which finds its way into the economic sys- 
tem—money is created by this bookkeeping transac- 
tion; lastly, these purchases of bonds enlarged member 
bank reserves and thus made for additional creation 
of bank money. 

Following the Treasury-Federal Reserve System Ac- 
cord in 1951, the Federal Reserve authorities were 
permitted to relax their support of the bond market. 
The Eisenhower Administration turned from a policy 
of short-term securities to one of placing the debt in 
securities of longer duration. This increases the in- 
terest charge of the debt, but lessens the cost of re- 
financing. This higher interest charge lessens the in- 
flationary danger, but at the same time it adds to the 
interest burden. The Government must therefore 
choose the alternative which seems less harmful. Ei- 
ther course of action is fraught with economic dan- 
gers. 

Our economic Frankenstein brings with it the mul- 
tiple horns of a dilemma, Its impact upon the econ- 
omy is of a predatory nature, the problem is to min- 
imize the extent of the trauma. 

The proper relation of Government to the growth 
and vigor of an economy must necessarily be to stim- 
ulate private production and employment, not to sub- 
stitute public spending for private spending, nor to 
extend public domination over private activity. 

We arrived at a 70-billion-dollar budget last year. 
Present programs for the years ahead threaten us with 
80-billion-dollar budgets. We may assume that these 
budgets will call forth huge deficits — there seems to 
be no argument about this among law-makers or econ- 
omists. Someone once said that unbalanced national 
budgets are like pants without suspenders. You can’t 
keep them up forever. 


WASTE — INFLATION 


“It is proposed that we can avoid | 
these disasters by more Government 
borrowing. That is a device to load 
our extravagance and waste onto the 
next generation. But increasing Government 
debts can carry immediate punishment, for | 
that is the road to inflation .. . 
— Hersert Hoover | 
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Thus, our debt is a national problem of the greatest 
magnitude. To add to it year after year would seem 
to be the heighth of national folly. It is no secret that 
it is easier to spend money than to collect taxes. It is 
not considered politically feasible by further increas- 
ing taxes to meet these rising expenditures—thus the 
deficit. This is a sad commentary on our lawmakers, 
but it is true. 

But this is only one blade of the scissors. The other 
is Governmental expenditures. This, too, becomes a po- 
litical question, but it is not as politically explosive 
a question as that of increasing taxes. Thus, the ap- 
proach to the problem of Government deficits which 
has most likelihood of succeeding is that of curtailing 
Government expenditures. 

Such action is not as politically self-defeating as 
increasing taxes, because not as many people are di- 
rectly affected. Thus, an income tax increase may af- 
fect 90,000,000 returns filed. The outcry resulting 
from such action will be loud indeed, loud enough to 
reverberate through the corridors of the capitol. 

The curtailing of Governmental expenditures has 
political overtones, too. Such action is more likely to 
be felt by particular segments of the economy, and 
they are vocal. But the potential penalty to the in- 
dividual congressman is not as stringent as that ac- 
companying higher taxes. 

This, the writer believes, is a realistic approach and 
appraisal to the deficit building problem. In addition, 
lowering expenditures makes for lessened Government- 
al influence in the economy, a procedure salutary in a 
free enterprise economy. When all units of Govern- 
ment, local, state, and Federal collect nearly a third 
of the national income in taxes, it is obvious that re- 
sources are being allocated by Governmental fiat and 
not by sovereign consumers, 

Governmental expenditures need to be pruned. This 
is a cliche which has been uttered by many a speaker. 
Yet Government expenditures must not only be pruned, 
they must be cut back. We need to get on a pay-as- 
you-go basis and stay there. This is a process which 
may be painful to many people. Yet as never before. 
as the leader of the Free World, the U. 8. needs to put 
its own house in order. 

Mounting deficits create distrust and fear in the 
hearts of citizens. This distrust and fear influences 
action throughout the economy. Our economic well- 
being is regarded by our friends over the world as a 
barometer of our strength. 

We cannot proceed year after year enlarging the 
debt without the most grievous consequences. Too 
long we have gone along on the thesis that our ex- 
penditures are “inelastic” and not subject to cutting. 
This is a job for Congress and do it they must. 

One area, for example, that might well be examined 

(See Frepverat — page 32) 
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THE PROPHETIC MR. HOOVER 


In marking his eighty-fourth birthday in August, the public recalls Mr. Hoover's 
contributions to the American people and to humanity throughout the world 


HAVING weathered the torrential abuse once heaped 

upon him by political enemies, who with Machia- 
vellian cunning sought to make him the scapegoat for 
the 1929 depression, Herbert Hoover is today gen- 
erally recognized as one of the truly great Americans 
of all time. 

Yet one important phase of his contribution to 
America, something too often overlooked, deserves 
emphasis as the thirty-first President of the United 
States becomes 84 years old August 10, and America 
begins to re-evaluate his place in history. 

It is his role as prophet! 

His was the wise voice that warned so strongly 
against the recognition of Soviet Russia. His, too, was 
the voice that called attention to the great need of 
developing a cordial “good neighbor” policy in our 
Latin-American relations. 

He was the first American President to point out 
the responsibility of the Federal Government in main- 
taining a sound economy, Like Washington, he warned 
against American involvement in foreign quarrels in 
which we had no basic national interest. 

Certainly, the wisdom of his advice on these salient 
points of American policy is clearly demonstrated by 
present tensions in Latin-America and the Middle 
East, as well as by the mounting danger from the 
Soviets and the world-wide Communist conspiracy 
radiating from Moscow. 

Recent events, such as the animosity displayed to- 
ward the United States and our flag during Vice 
President Richard M. Nixon’s “goodwill tour” of 
Latin-American countries in May, reaflirm the need 
of the “good neighbor” policy advocated by Hoover 
soon after becoming President in 1929. 

At that time, Hoover declared that the future peace 
and prosperity of the United States depended upon 
our making a sensible adjustment of our relations 
with Latin-American nations; adherence to the World 
Court; and full cooperation with the League of Na- 
tions in its non-political activities. 

Shortly after his election, and prior to his inaug- 
uration, he traveled to Latin-America on the battle- 
ship MarYLanp, and began developing the “good neigh- 
bor” approach. Later, President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt was to pick up this phrase and use it so 
frequently that many people began to think that he, 
instead of Mr. Hoover, was the originator of the idea. 

Soon after becoming President, Hoover gave new 
meaning to his “good neighbor” policy by withdrawing 
troops from Haiti and Nicaragua, and by enunciating 
the principle that Americans investing capital in for- 
eign countries did so at their own risk. 

The merits of this policy were soon evident. It kept 
us out of no end of trouble. In fact, some critics of 
current American policy contend that one of the ma- 
jor causes of recent anti-American demonstrations in 
Latin-America, on nearby dictator-ruled islands, and 
in the Near East is due, at least in part, to our failure 
to adhere more closely to this Hoover doctrine. They 
argue that we have made ourselves hated by helping 
unpopular rulers to remain in power, because these 
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rulers have been considered sympathetic to protecting 
American investments, 

Whether this analysis is true or not, it is obvious 
that this resentment against the United States has 
been agitated by Communist conspirators, and that 
the growth of that deadly world-wide conspiracy was 
facilitated by American recognition of Soviet Russia, 
a danger against which Herbert Hoover repeatedly 
warned. 

While no one in authority today challenges Hoover's 
policy for creating better South American relations, 
it is a valuable blueprint for goodwill that should be 
taken out of the closet and carefully studied. It may 
provide the keys we need in the re-assessment of our 
Latin-American relations, as urged by Vice l’resident 
Nixon. No power of prophecy is required to see that 
we must give earnest thought to making our “good 
neighbor” policy a reality, if we are to develop the 
hemispheric solidarity our national security demands. 

If we succeed, our success will be due largely to the 
vision of Herbert Hoover. 

Yet it is in another field, the field of economy, that 
the foresight of the ex-President shines most clearly. 
Despite all of the desperate efforts of New Deal propa- 
gandists to blame him for the “Great Depression,” 
historians now concede that he was in no way re- 
sponsible for it, and one famous Washington news- 
paper correspondent, a Democrat, credits Mr. Hoover 
with forecasting economic disaster, if certain poli- 
cies were continued. The correspondent, Thomas L. 
Stokes, in his book, “Chip Off My Shoulder,” recalls 
that Hoover was a sharp critic of the Federal Reserve 
Board and its easy-money policy, and that he wrote 
a letter in November, 1925, to Daniel R. Crissinger, 
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chairman of the board, protesting the board’s policy. 

Stokes quotes a paragraph from the letter: “As to 
the effects of these Reserve policies upon the United 
States, it means inflation with inevitable collapse 
which will bring the greatest calamities upon our 
farmers, our workers and legitimate business.” 

Commenting upon this warning, Stokes writes: 
“Ironical it was that Hoover should be so prophetic, 
for he caught the blow that he had forecast, full on 
the chin. Prophets usually are on the side lines and 
are not standing on the spot when the earthquake tears 
the ground apart beneath them. It struck with that 
series of shocks on the stock market in October. There- 
after, for nearly four years, Herbert Hoover was a 
harassed and tormented man.” 

How fiendishly the New Deal and socialist propa- 
gandists worked to pin the blame of the economic 
collapse on President Hoover was subsequently con- 
fessed by Charles Michelson, the king-pin of the smear 
artists for the “Rooseveltian revolution” in his book, 
“The Ghost Talks.” They sought to make “The Great 
Engineer” an appellation of bitter scorn, and they re- 
peated the big lie over and over that Herbert Hoover 
was “the chief architect of the Great Depression,” 
until they brain-washed many of the unthinking into 
accepting this distortion of truth. 

Yet, Clement Wood, A.B., LL.B., in his book, “A 
Complete History of the United States,” flatly de- 
clares: “Herbert Clark Hoover was not in any way 
responsible for the causing of the depression and 
panic.” 

Most students of the economic history of the period 
now agree that world-wide conditions, over which Mr. 
Hoover had no control, were responsible. 

Even as the hysteria spread, President Hoover 
spoke prophetically and reassuringly: “We have 
passed through no less than fifteen major depressions 
in the last century. ... We have come out of each... 
into a period of prosperity greater than ever before. 
We shall do so this time.” 

While addressing the people calmly, trying to quiet 
their fears, which were being briskly stirred by fear- 
mongering politicians, President Hoover went into 
action. 

To quote “The Beard’s Basic History of the United 
States.” by Charles A. and Mary R. Beard: 

“In previous panics, presidents had said or acted 
as if they believed that neither they nor Congress had 
any constitutional power to meddle with business ac- 
tivities and relieve the distress of the millions of un- 
employed. But President Hoover accepted no such 
defeatist philosophy while this terrible depression 
harrowed the nation with bankruptcies, mortgage 
foreclosures, poverty, hunger and degredation. He 
immediately called upon Congress to make provision 
for a large-scale construction of public works to put 
labor and capital in action again; and he urged the 
Governors of States to press for similar remedial 
measures within their respective jurisdictions.” 

Other historians, likewise, credit Mr. Hoover with 
acting energetically and creatively to alleviate the 
hardships caused by the depression. Two of his rec- 
ommendations to Congress led to the establishment 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation and the 
Home Owners’ Loan Corporation. 

Despite these constructive and heroic efforts on his 
part, Hoover was violently criticized by the New Deal- 
ers for not dispensing Federal funds more directly to 
the unemployed. In resisting this form of pressure, 
he warned of the dangers of a dole and how it can un- 
dermine a nation’s spirit of individual self-reliance. 
In this, too, his warning—then widely disregarded—- 
proved prophetic. 
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Hoover Institute and Library, Stanford University, is the 
Public’s Monument to a Great American 


Also in his contest with Alfred E. Smith for the 
Presidency, Mr. Hoover emphatically declined to have 
any part in the religious bigotry or personalities of 
the campaign, but kept to the high road. He devoted 
his speaking to an eloquent exposition of the value 
of preserving an equality of opportunity through the 
maintenance of individual enterprise. Again he called 
attention to a policy that was soon to be reversed, as 
F.D.R. and his socialistic engineers for the “New Or- 
der” came into power. 

Today with our system of free enterprise endan- 
gered on every side by the encroachments of creeping 
Socialism, America needs to recall his admonition con- 
cerning this danger. 

In 1934 in his “Challenge to Liberty,” an attack on 
the philosophy of the New Deal, Mr. Hoover prophe- 
sied that “the penetration of Socialist methods even 
to a partial degree will demoralize the economic sys- 
tem, the legislative bodies, and in fact the whole sys- 
tem of ordered liberty.” 

In September, 1941, he pointed out that in going all 
out in aid to Russia, we could be building future trou- 
ble for ourselves. At that time he observed that dan- 
gers of ultimate totalitarian success were declining as 
the Germans and Russians were destroying each other. 
He added: “What happens to the millions of enslaved 
people of Russia and to all Europe and to our own 
freedoms if we send our sons to win this war for Com- 
munism ?” 

Although the United States did not respond to the 
Soviet plea at that moment to open a second front to 
save them, we did give them billions of dollars in 
lend-lease and loaned them many warships, which 
they have refused to return. In rejecting Mr. Hoover’s 
advice, we helped to build a war-weakened Soviet 
Russia into a world-menacing Frankenstein that to- 
day challenges our very national existence as well as 
our freedoms. 

Foreseeing the danger of our losing the peace at the 
end of World War II, Mr. Hoover warned in “New 
Approaches to a Lasting Peace,” published in 1943, 

(See Hoover — page 32) 
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THE SOVIET HAS ITS OWN K.K.K. 


Khrushchev, Kozlov and Kirichenko form triumvirate of Red power 
bloc to fully control party, foreign affairs, Army and economy 


By REGINA ELDOR 


Research Assistant, Foreign Policy Research Institute, University of Pennsylvania 


OX MARCH 27, 1958, first secretary of the Commu- 

nist Party, Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev, took 
over the premiership of the Soviet government, thus 
combining party and government leadership. Imme- 
diately afterwards he or, technically speaking, the 
presidium of the Supreme Soviet appointed Frol Ro- 
manovich Kozlov, then president of the council of min- 
isters of the Russian Federal Republic, to serve as one 
of the two first deputy premiers of the Soviet Union. 
The other “first deputy,” Anastas Mikoyan, seems to 
be ranking after Kozlov. 

Kozlov was born in 1908 at the village of Loshchi- 
nino in the Ryazan region. Reportedly he is of poor 
peasant origin. At the age of fifteen he began work- 
ing in a textile factory in Kassimov. Soon after his 
apprenticeship, it is asserted in the Soviet press, he 
became a foreman’s assistant. While still at the Kas- 
simov factory, he joined the Komsomol (party youth 
organization) and in 1926 became a full member of 
the Communist Party. During the same year, at the 
age of 18, he was elected secretary of Komsomol com- 
mittee at the factory. Subsequently he was appointed 
to his first bureaucratic job, chief of the economic sec- 
tion of a party committee at Kassimov. 

In 1928, Kozlov went to Leningrad and studied at 

the Workers University. Later he attended classes at 
the Leningrad Polytechnical Institute where he earned 
an engineering diploma. 
_ After graduation, the young engineer was assigned 
to one of Russia’s oldest metallurgical plants at 
Izhevsk where he ran the blooming mills. In 1939, he 
was “elected” secretary of the factory committee and 
in 1940 was promoted to secretary of the party com- 
mittee in Izhevsk city. 

In 1944, “comrade” Kozlov was transferred to the 
staff of the central committee of the All-Russian Com- 
munist Party at Moscow, a considerable promotion. 
After serving in Moscow for three years in “responsible 
posts,” he was sent to Kuibyshev where he assumed the 
post of second secretary of the regional party com- 
mittee. 

In 1949, Kozlov was appointed organizational secre- 
tary of the committee at the Kirov factory at Lenin- 
grad, one of Russia’s biggest armament plants. A 
short time later he was “elected” secretary of the Len- 
ingrad city committee. In November, 1953, Kozlov 
was promoted to first secretary of the Leningrad re- 
gional party committee. 

At the nineteenh party congress (1952) Kozlov be- 
came member of the central committee of the All- 
Russian Communist Party and was re-elected at the 
twentieth party congress in 1956. In February, 1957, 
the plenary session of the central committee elevated 
him to the rank of alternate member of the presidium 
of the party central committee. He became a full 
member of the party presidium in June, 1957. Subse- 
quently Kozlov was appointed premier of the Russian 
Federal Republic. He now holds membership in the 
Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union and of the 
R.S.F.8S.R. (Russian Socialist Federal Soviet Repub- 


19 


lic). He also sits in the presidium of the Supreme 
Soviet of the U.S.8.R. He has been awarded two Or- 
ders of Lenin, and several other decorations, including 
a minor war decoration. So far, he is not a member 
of the secretariat of the Communist central committee 
which, in fact though not in name, is the most power- 
ful political organ in the Soviet Union. 

Kozlov’s career is that of a typical party function- 
ary with exemplary peasant-worker background and 
a low grade engineering degree. Although Kozlov’s 
rise was sensational during the past six years or so, 
it is by no means clear on what achievements it was 
based. Kozlov undoubtedly is a first rate politician, 
experienced in municipal and regional as well as party 
committee affairs, but he has had barely one year of 
experience on the national level. There is no evidence 
that Kozlov has any knowledge of foreign countries. 

All the indications are that Kozlov is little more 
than a creature of Khrushchey. It is a fair guess that 
he will be Khrushchev’s assistant in internal and ad- 
ministrative matters, while Mikoyan, who may be de- 
scribed as the “second first deputy premier” will be 
advisor on foreign and strategic affairs. 

Till May of this year Mikhail Suslov was generally 
considered to be Khrushchey’s right hand man in the 
secretariat and in Communist Party affairs, He was 
the “ideological” leader of the faithful. He also seems 
to be an old-line Stalinist who has disagreed with 
Khrushchev on many of the latter’s most cherished 


Red Ruler Nikita Khrushchev (Left) Pours Himself 
Another Drink 
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policies. Apparently he is now making place for a re- 
liable personal friend of Khrushchev’s, Alexej Llariono- 
vich Kirichenko, 

Kirichenko has worked with Khrushchev for many 
years and within the party now apparently ranks im- 
mediately behind the boss. (Kozlov is second rank- 
ing in the government.) On occasion of his fiftieth 
birthday, last February 25, Kirichenko was played up 
strongly in the Soviet press and received greetings 
from the central committee and the council of minis- 
ters. Marshal Klementi Voroshilov, head of the Soviet 
Union, presented him with the Order of Lenin. 

According to the official biography of this currently 
most prominent Ukrainian, Kirichenko is the son of a 
railroad worker. He was born in Chernobayevka, a 
village in the Southern Ukraine (Kherson Province). 
Similar to Kozlov, he prides himself on an exemplary 
peasant-worker background, because at the tender age 
of eleven, he supposedly became a rural worker. Later, 
he attended a school for tractor mechanics and then 
was promoted to chief mechanic in a grain state farm. 
In 1930, at the age of 22, he joined the Communist 
Party and became secretary of an engineering insti- 
tute and soon thereafter a Komsomol secretary. Dur- 
ing Khrushchev’s rule in the Ukraine, Kirichenko was 
transferred to the Ukrainian central committee where, 
in 1938, he held a post as instructor and head of a 
department. As one of the secretaries of the Ukrain- 
ian party, he distinguished himself during the Stalin- 
ordered purges which Khrushchev supervised in the 
Ukraine, and which were just as ferocious as the 
purges which were directly supervised by Stalin. 

Ever since those bloody days, Kirichenko has been 
close to Khrushchev with whom as political commissar 
at the Southern front and near Stalingrad, he also 
served during the war. In reward for his accomplish- 
ments in the army, Kirichenko achieved the military 
rank of brigadier general. 

After World War II, Kirichenko was appointed sec- 
retary of the Odessa rayon. In 1949, when Khrush- 
chevy was recalled to Moscow, his friend Kirichenko 
was promoted to second secretary of the Ukrainian 
party. In June, 1953, he advanced to first secretary 
of the Ukrainian party and after L. P. Beria’s “liqui- 
dation” in July of the same year, was appointed can- 
didate member of the Politbureau. In need of re- 
liable Ukrainian and party friends, Khrushchev, at 
the end of 1957, called Kirichenko to Moscow where he 
is now acting as Khrushchev’s lieutenant in the party. 
Since then, Kirichenko several times has appeared in 
public donning his general’s uniform. So attired and 
heavily decorated, he appeared with Khrushchev on 
Red Army Day. A very tall man, Kirichenko is an im- 
posing figure. It seems that Khrushchev is grooming 
him not only to run the party but also to control the 
army. 

Thus, at present reading —and should Khrushchev 
stay in the saddle — power in the Soviet Union is in 
the hands of four “decision-makers”: Khrushchev for 
overall direction, Kozlov for administrative affairs, 
Kirichenko for party and army matters, and — prob- 
ably — Mikoyan for economic and foreign problems. 
These men are supported by General Ivan Serov, chief 
of the political police. The post of party ideologist 
presently seems to be vacant. All in all, the three 
“K’s” are tied together by close personal bonds, but so 
far the “summit” of the Soviet government does not 
give the impression of inner strength and stability. 

All is not sweetness and light within the Kremlin, 
according to various sources. The fact that Malenkov 
and Molotov, once banished from Moscow to distant 
Siberian posts by Khrushchev in his drive for power, 
are again seen in the Soviet capital unmolested, is 
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New York Police Guard Soviet’s U. N. Headquarters During 
Recent Sessions 


proof of this — and each still has followers among “the 
old Bolsheviks.” 

Molotov is not in high favor with the Soviet’s most 
important Asian ally, China. Malenkov is held to be 
responsible, with Molotov, for the 1948 break between 
the Soviet and Yugoslavia. 

The presence of the two in Moscow is irritating to 
Mao Tse-tung in Peking and to Tito in Belgrade. 

Continued dissidence in the Eastern European sat- 
ellites — particularly Hungary and Poland — keeps 
Khrushchev shuttling between Moscow, Budapest and 
Warsaw when he should be attending to his Kremlin 
knitting. 

Increased dependence on General Seroy as head of 
the political police may betoken a position of power 
similar to that held by the subsequently-executed Beria 
in the struggle for control after the death of Stalin in 
1953. 


"Mark American’ 


More than 10 years ago, World War I vet John J. 
Shaughnessey initiated a campaign called “Mark 
American.” 

Basically, his idea was to have all American exports 
stamped with “United States of America,” both to bol- 
ster the prestige of American goods overseas and to 
prevent Soviet manipulation of USA, on American 
products, to USSR. 

After a long, hard battle in Congress, legislation was 
finally passed in 1953 making the label “United States 
of America” mandatory on all U. 8. goods. But ‘it 
wasn’t long before Shaughnessey noticed that the 
measure was not being enforced. He attempted to 
bring the dereliction to the attention of Congress and 
got the old run-around. In the employ of the Depart- 
ment of the Army, he was told to “shut up or else,” as 
his activities were embarrassing certain officials at top 
level. But Shaughnessey couldn’t and wouldn’t be 
stopped. Finally, for reasons of “economy,” he was 
“separated” from his job. 

Unemployed, he continued to wage the battle for 
“Mark American” and pressed for a Congressional in- 
vestigation. After a long hassle, Shaughnessey’s 
claims were upheld on lack of enforcement of the 
measure, but the investigators waived a probe into 
his job status because they lacked “jurisdiction.” 

Certainly the scales should be balanced for a man 
whose only “offense” was to be a patriotic American. 
We could use more like him. —New York Mirror 
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ODDS MEANT LITTLE TO DONIPHAN 


Patriotism was not a naughty word 111 years ago when a Missouri 
Colonel faced 8 to 1 to help consolidate the southwest border 


N THIS era when national self-doubt is beginning 

to replace the self-confidence and the fighting, pio- 
neer spirit that built America, it is inspiring to re- 
member Col. Alexander William Doniphan and how 
his band of 930 ragged, untrained Missouri volunteers 
defeated a well-equipped force of 5,000 Mexican troops, 
massed behind fortifications and supported by ar- 
tillery. 


It was at Sacramento River Pass, Chihuahua, Mex- 
ico, March 1, 1847. One hundred and eleven years ago! 


Today all of Doniphan’s gallant band are but dust, 
and the pages of American history telling of their 
daring exploits lay unopened, yellowing with age. 


Of course, those who deride patriotism and abhor 
nationalism — those who dream of altering the social 
structure of the United States and American ideology 
so as to blend our form of Government with Commu- 
nism into a new socialistic world pattern—will not 
approve. They believe it is better for us to forget our 
heroes and military achievements, which fire our spirit 
of nationalism. For nationalism, they contend, hin- 
ders our progress toward the dream of the social plan- 
ners — one world, one race, one flag. 


Let us turn back the clock to June, 1846. Flags 
are waving, women crying in Missouri. The First 
Missouri Mounted Volunteers, led by Colonel Doni- 
phan, a red-headed, six-foot-four, Clay county lawyer, 
are riding to war. The bands stop playing, the women 
wave farewell. The riders disappear, swallowed by 
the dust of the Kansas plains. 


Doniphan and his men were off to do their bit in 
the conquest of the West, in the War against Mexico. 


The Missouri Volunteers were 1,000 strong when 
they set out from Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, late in 
June. From there they moved west with a detachment 
of the U. S. Regular Army, known as the Dragoons 
and commanded by Col. Stephen W. Kearny. 


The hard-riding Missourians had selected Doniphan 
as their colonel, not because he had or pretended to 
have any knowledge of military science, but because 
he had the personality of a leader. That his striking 
physical appearance may have had something to do 
with his selection is indicated by a remark made years 
later by President Abraham Lincoln, upon meeting 
Doniphan in Washington, D. C. 


“You are the only man I ever met who, in appear- 
ance, came up to my expectations,” said the President. 


Months before the Volunteers and the Dragoons 
rode out from Leavenworth, Gen. Zachary “Rough and 
Ready” Taylor had won the battles of Palo Alto and 
Resaca de la Palma, and had forced Monterrey to sur- 
render. Plans also had been made for Gen. John Ellis 


Wool to march from San Antonio and conquer Chi- 
huahua, Kearny, assisted by Doniphan, was to take 
New Mexico and California. 


By HAL STARK 


“Hurry,” advised President Polk, and this they did, 
in spite of the hot weather which caused them to leave 
behind on the scorching prairies the bodies of both 
horses and men. 


They conquered New Mexico without opposition, 
Armijo, the Mexican governor, having fled, taking his 
gold. 


Late in September, Kearny started for California 
with his dragoons, leaving Doniphan in charge at 
Santa Fe. Doniphan was to pacify the Navajos and 
later ride south to join General Wool in his drive on 
Chihuahua, After rounding up the Indian chieftains 
and warning them, Doniphan turned control of New 
Mexico over to Col. Sterling Price, who had just ar- 
rived. On December 12, Doniphan and his Volunteers 
headed south for Chihuahua. 


This march across the desolate wasteland, known as 
the Jornada de los Muertos — the Journey of the Dead 
— where there was no drinking water or wood for 
fires, reduced Doniphan’s force to less than 950 men. 


Thirsty and half-starved, the Volunteers came with- 
in sight of El Paso on Christmas Day. Halting on 
the eastern bank of the Rio Grande, they made camp. 
Many were near exhaustion, 


Suddenly their scouts discovered an army of Mex- 
icans approaching and gave the alarm. An army of 
500 Mexican regulars and 800 volunteers, led by Col. 
Ponce de Leon, was coming to attack them. 


The Mexican general sent an emissary ahead, de- 
manding that the Americans surrender. Upon Don- 
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“The people cannot judge wisely without 


being informed, and the problem is how to 


inform them. In dealing with the problem 
of developing sound opinion, the funda- 
mental consideration must always be that 
misinformation is the public’s worst en- 


emy, more potent of evil than all the con- 


spiracies that are commonly feared.” 


—Cuaries E. Hucues, 


U. 8. Secretary of State, 
June 19, 1922. 
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iphan’s refusal, the Mexicans raised a black flag to 
indicate that no quarter would be shown; and ad- 
vanced. 


Doniphan’s men waited until the Mexicans were 
within easy range before subjecting them to a deadly 
fusillade of rifle fire. Then yelling like wild men and 
brandishing their sabers, the Missourians plunged to- 
ward the Mexicans without stopping to reload. This 
unorthodox behavior terrorized and demoralized Gen. 
Ponce de Leon’s army. It broke ranks, scattering in 
disorderly retreat. The retreat quickly became a rout. 


A check made later revealed that 200 Mexicans had 
been killed or seriously wounded, while only eight 
Missourians had been wounded in the thirty-minute 
engagement. In their headlong flight, the Mexicans 
had left behind them several wagons of wine and pro- 
visions, which the Missourians lost no time in con- 
suming. 


Two days later Doniphan and his Volunteers en- 
tered El Paso without resistance, A delegation of citi- 
zens came forth to welcome them. They explained that 
the Mexican army had hastily departed. 


While his men were being entertained lavishly in El 
Paso, Doniphan waited with growing impatience for 
word from General Wool. Late in January, he heard 
rumors that Wool’s plans for attacking Chihuahua 
had been changed, but no official word came to verify 
the rumor. Actually, Wool had changed his plans, 
but the higher officials either forgot or neglected to 
notify Doniphan. Finally Doniphan decided to fol- 
low his original orders which had not been counter- 
manded. 


On February 8, he and his Volunteers, now number- 
ing 930, left El Paso for Chihuahua. They had six 
pieces of light artillery. Again they suffered terrible 
hardships on the desert. Their water gave out. Their 
oxen and mules died, and they were forced to dump 
needed provisions in order to lighten their loads. 


Thus half-fed and travel-worn, the Missourians 
came to the Sacramento River pass, nearly twenty 
miles from Chihuahua. There Governor Trias had 
massed a formidable Mexican army to defend the 
capital. 


As Doniphan’s men rode slowly up the winding, 
narrow road, bounded on each side by steep mountain 
walls and deep, rocky ravines, they saw that Trias 
had taken military advantage of the terrain. An 
army of 4,000 Mexicans had been assembled on the 
plateau above, so that they could mow down the Mis- 
sourians as the invaders came up the winding read. 
Behind the advance units of the Mexican army were 
barricades and entrenchments, From the Cerro Sac- 
ramenta, the fort across the river, protruded the black 
barrels of cannons waiting in readiness for the Gringos. 


If Doniphan had been indoctrinated with today’s 
defeatism or if he had been a cautious, school-trained 
military tactician, he likely would have paused in 
dismay at the seeming impregnability of the Mexican 
positions. But he was a country lawyer, schooled in 
the American heritage of courage and self-reliance. 
And his courtroom experience had taught him to rely 
upon quick-thinking in emergencies. 


For a few minutes, he sat in his saddle, studying 
the lay of the land. Then, he barked a salvo of quick 
commands. Blacksnake whips cracked above the mule 
teams, riders spurred their horses. And suddenly to 
the astonishment of the watching Mexicans, the Mis- 
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sourians, their horses, mules and wagons plunged to 
one side down a steep gulch, then up the opposite 
bank until they had gained the plateau, and were on 
a level with General Garcia Conde’s waiting Mexican 
army. 


Puzzled by the audacity of the Americans, General 
Conde rode forth from the fortifications, leading 1,200 
cavalrymen and cannoneers. But Doniphan’s men 
had their six small cannons ready and they gave the 
Mexicans such a greeting that Conde’s forces fell back 
to their redoubts after a forty-five-minute artillery 
duel. 


Doniphan ordered a quick advance. When his Vol- 
unteers were within 400 yards of the entrenchments, 
he instructed three cavalry companies to concentrate 
their attack on the Mexican’s main battery. In the 
confusion, his orders were misunderstood. One com- 
pany dashed forward alone. The twenty-five member 
outtit, led by Captain Reid, captured the battery but 
was soon in great danger of being overcome by the 
Mexicans who greatly outnumbered them. At that 
critical point, the American cannoneers, commanded 
by Lieut. Weightman, raced up the breastworks and 
began firing grape-shot point-blank into the ranks of 
the Mexicans. 


Riding among his troops, Doniphan bellowed the 
command, “Every man to his turkey!” 


In the fierce hand-to-hand fighting that followed, 
the Missourians forced the Mexicans from every bar- 
ricade on the north bank of the river. Then they 
dragged captured guns across the river, outflanked the 
Mexican garrison and captured Sacramento. By night, 
the Mexicans were in wild retreat. 


The Mexicans lost 304 killed, 500 wounded in the 
battle. Doniphan’s attacking force counted one dead, 
eleven wounded. 


By seizing the initiative and doing the unexpected, 
the Americans had performed a military miracle. 
When Doniphan and his Volunteers returned home 
around July 1, 1847, they were received as national 
heroes. Their achievement played a prominent part 
in adding New Mexico and Arizona to the United 
States. They also left us a lesson in fortitude, self- 
reliance and courage — an inspiration for Americans 
— today and tomorrow. 


Collapse of Dollar Diplomacy 


According to the Manion Forum, here is the score 
of “aid” given and “aid” still promised in the Middle 
East, from 1948 to March 1958: 


Already dished out: Iraq, 54 million; Egypt, 41 
million; Iran, 273 million; Israel, 282 million; Jor- 
dan, 56 million; Lebanon, 20 million; Pakistan, 253 
million. Total —979 million American tax dollars. 


Still waiting to be dished out: Iraq, 2 million; 
Egypt, 20 million; Iran, 145 million; Israel, 9 mil- 
lion; Jordan, 3 million; Lebanon, 16 million; Pakis- 
tan, 111 million. Total—306 million American tax 
dollars. 


Nevertheless, in the face of the Middle East fiasco 
with its clear demonstration that friendship bears no 
price-tag, the Administration is clamoring for the 
grant of another 3,900 million dollars to continue 
the same policy. — Our Sunday Visitor 


COMMUNIST CONSPIRATORS WELL EDUCATED— 
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lege. Gregory Sokolmikov was the son of a physician 
and a university graduate. Stalin was the son of a 
shoe manufacturer and a student at a seminary for 
Georgian priests. These and other educated men 
from the “bourgeoisie” class were the originators of 
Communism and Socialism and were the original 
Communist revolutionaries and have been the rulers 
of the Russian Communist government. 


Leaders of the Communist drive in other countries 
have included Ernest Toller of Germany, leader of 
the Bavarian Soviet, whose father was a well-to-do 
merchant. He was a graduate of the Universities of 
Munich, Heidelberg and Grenable (France). Clara 
Zetkin, an early German Communist leader, was the 
daughter of an educator and a graduate of the Uni- 
versity of Paris. Marcel Cachin, a French Communist 
leader, was the son of a landowner and was a grad- 
uate of the University of Bordeaux. Dr. Joliot-Curie, 
Nobel Prize winner, scientist and educator, wealthy 
intellectual leader of the French Communist forces, 
Benjamin Palme Dutte, a British Communist leader, 
is the son of a physician and a graduate of Balliot 
College of Oxford. James Larkin, Irish Communist 
Party leader, is the son of a farm owner and engi- 
neer. He had an elementary and high school educa- 
tion. 


Earl Browder, head of the Communist Party in the 
United States for many years, is a graduate of Lin- 
coln-Jetferson College. Louis Boudin, whose father 
was a manufacturer, is a graduate of the New York 
School of Law. Robert Dunne, whose father was a 
manufacturer, is a graduate of the New York School 
of Social Research. Grace Hutchins, the daughter of 
a lawyer, graduated from a private school for girls 
and Bryn Mawr and later taught school in China. 
Florence Kelley, translator of the Communist Mani- 
festo into English, was the daughter of a Congress- 
man, lawyer and judge and was a graduate of Cor- 
nell, Zurich and Heidelberg. The father of Scott Near- 
ing was a stock-broker. Scott graduated from the 
Universities of Pennsylvania and Temple. Richard 
O’Hare’s father was a wealthy cattleman. He grad- 
uated from the Internation] School of Social Economy. 
M. L. Oglin, Communist tactician in the U.S.A., was 
the son of a lumberman and a graduate of the Kiev. 
Heidelberg and Columbia Universities. Alexander 
Trachtenberg, the son of a business executive, was a 
graduate of Trinity College and Yale University, 


William Z. Foster is self-educated, and has had 
around him highly educated advisors. Corliss La- 
mont, Communist-front leader, is the son of Thomas 
Lamont, a Wall Street banker and partner of Morgan. 
and is a graduate of Exeter Academy, Harvard Uni- 
versity, Oxford University and Columbia College. John 
Reed, graduate of Harvard, was the son of the million- 
naire, Charles J. Reed, of Oregon. 


In control of our laber unions have been many well- 
educated foreign-born. Morris Hillquit, head of the 
Socialists in the United States graduated from New 
York University Law School. Sidney Hillman, born 
in Russia, was a graduate of Zagre Seminary and was 
the creator of the CIO labor unions. Norman Thomas, 
Socialist Party leader, is the son of a clergyman and 
a graduate of Princeton and Union Theological 
Seminary. The father of Julia Stuart Poynetz, So- 
viet agent, was a lawyer, she a graduate of Bernard, 
Columbia, Oxford and the London School of Econom- 
ics. Walter Reuther, current head of the AFL-CIO, 
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Scene in Budapest, Hungary, Before (Right) Soviet Attack 
on Free-Hungary Rioters, and After (Left) Russian Attack 
By Tanks 


is a graduate of the University of West Virginia and 
Wayne University. Harry Bridges, foreign-born West 
Coast union leader, is the son of a realtor and a grad- 
uate of St. Brannan College, Melbourne, Australia. 
The father of James Carey, union leader, was with 
the U. S. Mint. James graduated from Drexel Insti- 
tute, the University of Pennsylvania and the Wharton 
School of Finance. Leonard H. DeCaux, son of a 
clergyman, is a graduate of the Murray Hill Voca- 
tional School. Abraham Feinglass, born in Bessarabia, 
is a graduate of Crane College and the Jewish People’s 
Institute. Joe Gaer, born in Bessarabia, was educated 
in Canada. Phil Murray was born in Scotland. He 
is self-educated (correspondence school following ele- 
mentary education). Joe Salerno, born in Italy, is a 
graduate of Suffolk College, Boston University, Mod- 
ern School of Literature and Expression and the Col- 
lege of the Spoken Word. Morris Pizer, born in Po- 
land, is a graduate of the Jewish Teachers Seminay. 


And so it goes — with Socialist, the Communist, the 
labor union leader, many foreign born and principally 
from the “bourgeoisie” class and highly educated. The 
actual worker has been lost in the shuffle as far as 
leadership and office-holding are concerned. The edu- 
cated “leader” or “professional,” as Lenin stated, 
“knows best” and the worker is too “short-sighted.” 


Twenty American Communist Party Leaders Picket in 
New York City Against American Troops in Lebanon and 
Segregation in Little Rock, Ark. 


U. S. Army Translator Held 
in Espionage Query 


A Federal grand jury in New York City is continu- 
ing its probe into Russian espionage activities in the 
United States, and as the result, the nephew of con- 
victed Soviet spy Jack Soble has been ordered to ap- 
pear in a New York Federal court to show cause why 
he should not be cited for contempt of the Federal 
grand jury. According to the Department of Justice, 
Ilya Wolston, 40, of Washington, D. C., and kin of the 
spy convict, had been ordered to appear before the 
grand jury July 1, but failed to show up. 

The Wolston case is another example of the ability 
of relatives of Red agents to get into strategic places 
and to obtain access to important information for the 
Russian government. 

Wolston was born in Lithuania, served as a U. 8. 
Army interpreter during the war, interpreting the 
Russian language. His uncle, Jack Soble, is presently 
serving a seven-year term in a federal prison in the 
United States for heading up a spy ring that secretly 
secured and forwarded to Russia vital security infor- 
mation on American nuclear and defense plans. 

Wolston’s attorney who finally managed to get him 
into court, described his client as being “on the verge 
of suicide.” The jurist had his own views too, re- 
marking, “There is no question in my mind that there 
was a studied attempt to avoid an appearance before 
the grand jury.” 

Sidney Dickstein, Wolston’s attorney, pulled a real 
one from the hat when he suggested that inasmuch as 
the grand jury was at the moment in the court room, 
that it now take advantage of Wolston’s presence and 
question him. The grand jury was in court to be dis- 
missed having waded through 70 sessions in the last 
18 months as the move was rejected. 

* * * 


The Department of Justice is Seeking revision of 
the Federal espionage laws in order to make it pos- 
sible to bring back spies from other countries. At 
the present time the espionage statues are limited to 
“apply within the admiralty and maritime jurisdiction 
of the United States and on the high seas, as well as 
within the United States.” By the very wording of 
the existing law, the Federal Government is excluded 
from prosecuting acts of espionage committed against 
the United States by persons while residing in a 
foreign nation. 

In a communication to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, U. 8. Attorney General William P. 
Rogers said, “Because espionage knows no geographi- 
cal boundaries, because the U. 8. military and civilian 
personnel are distributed widely about the globe, and 
because it is unreasonable to limit the Government’s 
ability to protect itself against acts of espionage on 
the basis of the place where such acts are committed, 
the Department of Justice recommends the repeal of 
Section 791.” The repeal of this section would give 
the espionage statutes extraterritorial effect. This 
would bring espionage within the rule expressed by 
the U. S. Supreme Court to the effect that acts which 
are directly injurious to the Government and may be 
perpetrated without regard to locale, are punishable 
when committed by citizens either at home or abroad. 


U. S. Reds Harmonize 
With Moscow Line 
Foreign and homegrown Communists in the United 


States are back in the protest business, 
Eugene Dennis, national secretary of the Commu- 


President Eisenhower Addresses U. N. Assembly (N.Y.C.) 
On Near East Trouble. U. N. Weakens to Nasser 


nist Party, has staged a protest to President Eisen- 
hower over United States troops in Lebanon. He sent 
a telegram to the President in behalf of the National 
Committee of the Communist Party, declaring the 
Lebanon occupation “could well lead to a nuclear holo- 
caust,”’ and demanding in the name of Communists 
the immediate withdrawal of American troops. In 
typical Communist fashion he called the President’s 
decision “an act of aggressive imperialist intervention 
in the internal affairs of that country.” Later twenty- 
four other Communists picketed New York City’s 
Broadway with placards in protest to U. 8. action in 
the Near East. 

From Moscow, Andrei A. Gromyko, Soviet Foreign 
Minister, told our American Ambassador in Moscow, 
that the Kremlin did not like a Chicago speech deliv- 
ered by U. 8S. Attorney General William P. Rogers on 
June 21. In his speech Mr. Rogers had said that the 
Soviet Union “does not want to co-exist” and the U. 8. 
Attorney General warned Americans “not to fall for 
the bait of ideas of peaceful coexistence.” Gromyko 
said the speech contained “slanderous falsehoods.” 
Too bad in the face of Khrushchev’s brag to American 
diplomats, “We will bury you.” 


Marxians Shadow-Box 
In New York 


Stormy weather has already struck the path of the 
new United Independent Socialist ticket in New York, 
headed by Corliss Lamont, candidate for U. 8S. Sen- 
ate, and John T. McManus, candidate for Governor. 

Leftwingers in the outfit have been making eyes at 
the Communists in an attempt to line up their active 
support. Things appeared to be moving along to a 
successful alignment when the Reds popped up with a 
proposal that all candidates on the new party’s slate, 
except Lamont, withdraw. 

McManus recently told party workers at a meeting 
in Wingdale, N. Y., that the Communists had prom- 
ised “conditional support” for Lamont if all the other 
candidates would withdraw. The Red offer was made 
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High Court Frees More Communists— 


through the organ of the Communist Party, “The 
Worker.” 

The Communist organ accused McManus of “coop- 
erating with Trotskyites” and having taken a position 
on the Hungarian situation which was at variance 
with Moscow and the Communist Party line. 

Others on the new party ticket are Dr. Annette T. 
Rubinstein, candidate for lieutenant governor, long 
active in Communist circles; Scott K. Gray, Jr., for 
attorney general; and Capt. Hugh Mulzac for con- 
troller, long heralded by the Communists. 

Leaders of the Independent Socialist Party say 
“The Worker” refused to accept two Independent Par- 
ty advertisements seeking the rank-and-file Commu- 
nist support in the circulation of petitions to qualify 
the new party. In order to have the candidate’s name 
on the New York State ballot in November, the can- 
didate, under the New York law, must have 12,000 
names on petitions and of these at least 50 must be 
from every county. 

The Communists have another political gadget, the 
Peoples Rights Party on which they are running James 
Davis, Jr., Communist for Senate in New York. There 
is also the Liberal Party appealing for votes in that 
State. It is composed of the so-called “moderate left- 
ists (anti-anti Communists). In fact, as radicals, the 
Socialists were considered extreme Marxists until the 
“Modern Republicans” and the “New Deal Democrats” 
shoved the political line more to the left, forcing the 
leftists further towards the left and giving a semblance 
of conservatism to Socialists in comparison to Com- 
munists. New Yorkers have little choice in the com- 
ing State of New York elections, with the major can- 
didates for Governor, Harriman and Rockefeller, hav- 
ing played key parts in the New Deal administration. 

It is now evident that the voters over the nation 
will be compelled to look to other than New York for 
their Presidential timber for 1960, if a new conserva- 
tive political party is to be headed off, for the middle- 
west and the south will be shoved only so far and no 
further, and their ideals are everything but socialistic. 


U. S. Courts Continue 
"Munich" To Reds 


Seven more persons who ran afoul of the United 
States security laws and were convicted in lower 
courts have now been freed by the U. S. Court of Ap- 
peals. 

Six of the group were the top Communist leaders 
who took over after their higher-up chiefs had been 
sent to prison for sedition. This group had also been 
found guilty in 1956 of violating the Smith Sedition 
Act by conspiring to teach and advocate the forcible 
overthrow of the Government of the U.S.A. 

The three-judge Appeals Court decision hinged on 
two little words, “do” and “believe.” The court held 
that the Government had failed to prove that these 
six Communists had actually urged their followers to 
“do something” rather than to merely “believe in some- 
thing.” The Court of Appeals decision was, of course, 
guided by previous U. 8S. Supreme Court decisions in 
behalf of Communists in the U.S.A. 

Those who have been freed as a result of the recent 
dismissal of indictments are: Alexander Trachtenberg, 
73, former national committeeman for the U. 8S. Com- 
munist Party; George Blake Charney, 53, chairman of 
the Communist Party in New York State; Sidney 
Stein, 42, assistant national labor secretary for the 
Communist Party; Fred M. Fine, 53, national affairs 
secretary of the Communist Party; William Norman, 
55, executive secretary for the party in New York; 


LISTENING 
On The 
RED PARTY LINE 


The things Soviet Russian leaders tell the Russian 
people; the things the Soviet leaders tell the world, 
and the facts, often differ widely. Each month the 
NATIONAL REPUBLIC will “Listen In” on the Red 
Party Line and place some of the iterns in parallel 
with Fact. 


August 5, 1958, Communist dictator N. S. Khrush- 
chevy, speaking to a group of editors and newspaper corre- 
spon‘tents, attending the international Red front Stock- 
holm World Congress for Disarmament and Interna- 
tional Cooperation, said: 


“The struggle for liberation from colonial dependence 
is a life and death matter for the colonial peoples, but 
men who are accustomed to be colonialists in no way 
want to understand it. . . . They are accustomed, as it 
were, to a situation in which the imperialists of one or 
another Western state lords it over a number of countries 
of Asia, Africa, and South America by virtue of being 
‘more developed and highly civilized,’ allegedly destined 
to discharge a ‘noble mission,’ that of ‘bringing civilization 
and culture’ to the peoples of underdeveloped countries. 
Such explanations are untenable. There are no argu- 
ments, nor can there be any, justifying the preservation 
and continuation of the policy of colonialism.” 


But when we look at the record, these FACTS appear: 

India, to whose representatives Khrushchev was speak- 
ing, is a free Republic within the British Commonwealth 
of Nations, given its free governing status long after the 
formation of the Soviet Union, at a time when the Soviet 
was impressing itself by force upon the Baltic countries, 
the Caucasus and the Balkans. 

Now look at Africa and the role of the Western powers 
today: 

Libya is free—a constitutional monarchy. 

Tunisia is free—a republic. 

Algeria is a component part of France and as such, has 
its representatives in the French Chambre de Deputees. 

Morocco is free—a monarchy—and Spanish Moroccan 
territory in the northwest part of Africa has been ceded 
to Morocco. 

Ghana is free—a part of the British Commonwealth of 
Nations. 

Nigeria is to be free in 1960. 

Liberia has always been free—a republic. 

The Union of South Africa is self-governing. 

Central African Federation—the Rhodesias and Nyasa- 
land—has practically self-government status. 

Kenya, Tanganyika and Uganda are now on their way 
to a self-governing status. 

Ethiopia has always been free—constitutional monarchy. 

Somaliland, and the Sultanate of Zanzibar, together with 
some small enclaves on the Red Sea are protectorates of 
the British Government. 

The Sudan is free. 

Egypt is presently free but veering towards Russia. 

The only remaining colonies are French Equatorial 
Africa, Angola, Mozambique and the Belgian Congo. 

Compare this with the Soviet record. Of course they 
don’t call countries they rule “colonies.” They simply 
occupy them, by force, ship the dissenting population to 
the innermost parts of Siberia, put in a selected group of 
highly trained and disciplined Communists and announce 
they have “freed” the country! 
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and James E. Jackson, Jr., 43, Southern Regional Di- 
rector of the Communist Party and a member of the 
National Committee of the Party. 

They had all been convicted in lower courts and re- 
ceived sentences ranging from one to five years. 

The Appeals Court decision referred to a U. 8. Su- 
preme Court decision holding that “the Smith Act 
requires more than teaching or advocacy of an ab- 
stract doctrine that the Government should be over- 
thrown by force and violence.” The Appeals Court 
said that “those to whom the advocacy is addressed 
must be urged to do something, now or in the future, 
rather than to merely believe in something.” 

The seventh recently freed is movie playwright Ar- 
thur Miller, husband of actress Marilyn Monroe. He 
had been convicted in Federal court a year ago for 
contempt of Congress. He was cited for refusing to 
tell the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
the names of Communist writers with who he admit- 
tedly met with in New York in 1947. In this decision 
the full nine-man bench of the Court of Appeals con- 
tended that Representative Francis Walter, chairman 
of the House Committee, failed to make it definitely 
clear to Miller that he was being commanded to an- 
swer the questions at issue. 

Referring to the hearings containing Miller’s testi- 
mony, the court claimed that when the question was 
first put to Miller, the witness requested that the in- 
quiry be suspended until a later date. The court point- 
ed out that another line of questioning was then pur- 
sued and the hearing terminated a short time later 
“without any unequivocably renewed direction, or com- 
mand to answer the ‘suspended’ question.” 

Attorney Joseph Rauh, Jr., attorney for CIO un- 
ions and leader of the leftwing political Americans 
For Democratic Action, represented Miller and argued 
that the questions put to Miller were not pertinent to 
the Congressional investigation under way. At the 
time Miller was called, the Congressional committee 
was investigating the abuse of passport privileges by 
Communists. However, the court did not rule on the 
pertinency question in view of its decision of the 
committee’s failure to make it known that it was de- 
manding an answer on the other question. 

Miller, through his attorney Joseph Rauh, took a 
slap at the Congressional committee in a statement 
released after he had been freed by the court in which 
he said, “I only hope that my action, and this decision 
vindicating my action, will make some small contribu- 
tion toward eliminating the excesses of Congressional 
committees, and particularly toward stopping the in- 
human practice of making witnesses inform on long 
past friends and acquaintances.” When Miller was 
convicted about a year ago he was given a 30-day sus- 
pended jail term and fined $500. 

Indictments against four persons accused of har- 
boring fugitive Communist leader Robert Thompson 
in a California mountain hideout several years ago, 
have been dismissed in Federal court in San Francisco. 
The defendants were Sidney Steinberg, a National 
Communist Party leader, Samuel I, Coleman, New 
York State party leader, Harold E. Ross and Shirley 
K. Kremen of Los Angeles. The indictments against 
the quartet were dropped because U., 8. Supreme 
Court reversed a conviction of Thompson who had 
been indicted along with other Communist leaders for 
conspiracy to advocate the overthrow of the Govern- 
ment. 

West Coast Communists Convicted 

A five year prison sentence has been handed John C. 
Hellman, 36, of Butte, Mont., Communist Party lead- 
er, in a Federal court in that city following his convic- 
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tion for violating the Smith Sedition Act. Hellman 
was accused of being a member of the Communist 
Party while knowing that the party advocates the 
overthrow of our Government by force and violence. 

It is anticipated that the Communists will start the 
Hellman case on the long appeal route to the U. 8. 
Supreme Court through which they have been so suc- 
cessful in securing the freedom of so many of their con- 
victed members. 

In court after his conviction Hellman said, “We 
are emerging in this country from a period during 
which a frightened people have limited those rights 
(Bill of Rights) .” 

Federal Judge W. D. Murray told Hellman one of 
the first precepts of the American system is “trust 
the people.” The jurist told him that the vanguard 
or shock-trooper role of the Communist Party by its 
very nature calls for a showdown which must of ne- 
cessity require force and violence.” 

Judge Murray, in passing sentence, said, “You and 
I stand at different positions. I have no sympathy 
with Marxism.” 


More Fodder For 
Court Ensilage 


Although U. 8. Courts have in recent months blocked 
penalties, seven witnesses before the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities have been cited by the U. 8. 
House of Representatives for contempt of Congress, 
and a Federal Grand Jury has indicted two other men 
for contempt of the same Congressional committee. 

House action was taken against a group of union- 
ists who refused to answer certain questions put to 
them by members of the House committee during 
hearings held at Gary, Indiana, Buffalo, New York and 
Boston a few months ago. Three of the witnesses ad- 
mitted that they had been members of the Communist 
Party, but they refused to name other members with 
whom they had associated in party activities. These 
witnesses were Paul Rosenkrants of Springfield, Mass., 
Sidney Herbert Ingerman of Buffalo, and Sidney Tur- 
off of Kenmore, New York. 

Four others who were cited refused to answer ques- 
tions concerning efforts made by Communists to in- 
filtrate the steel industry at Gary, Indiana. They are, 
Robert Lehrer, Victor Malis and Alfred James Sam- 
ter, all of Gary, and Edward Wellin of Ft. Collins, 
Colorado. The entire group invoked the Fifth Amend- 
ment as a protection in their refusals to answer the 
questions put to them. 

The two indicted by the Federal Grand Jury are 
members of the American Communications Associa- 
tion, a labor union which was expelled from the C1O- 
AFL in 1950 because of Communist domination of its 
top ranks. Those indicted are, Frank Grumman of Ft. 
Lee, New Jersey, a radio operator for RCA Com- 
munications, Inc., and Bernard Silber of New York 
City, a service writer for the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company. Silber said his job involves handling 
of complaints dealing with non-delivery of telegrams. 

Grumman was called before the House committee a 
year ago and refused to say whether he was a Com- 
munist Party member, or whether he had information 
concerning Communists in the Communications Asso- 
ciation. He utilized the First Amendment, and also 
challenged the pertinency of the questions. 

Silber followed Grumman on the witness stand by a 
few days and admitted that in his position with West- 
ern Union, he had access to confidential and coded 
Government messages. He admitted that he had been 

(See Enemy — page 28) 
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COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


By PAUL 


Communist China is promoting a war of nerves in 
an attempt to weaken the morale of Formosan (Free) 
China. Red China has moved her heavy war machin- 
ery to the east coast overlooking Chiang Kai-shek’s 
China and is intermittently bombing the island gov- 
ernment from shore batteries, gun boats and planes. 
Through constant nerve-wracking bombardment the 
Reds hope to destroy the morale of the free Chinese, 
creating an atmosphere of despair and weakening 
the will of the people to a point where they may pos- 
sibly be led to revolt against the Chiang Kai-shek 
government and to surrender to Red China. 

Red China has announced it is “getting rid of its 
capitalists,”” as property owners rapidly surrender 
their personal holdings to the dictatorship. Pre- 
mier Chou En-lai of China recently hailed the es- 
tablishment of close ties between Red China and 
Cambodia. 

Japan charges that Tokyo police have found that 
large quantities of heroin and morphine are being 
smuggled into Japan from Red China and North 
Korea. The proceeds from the sales are spent for 
Communist Party activity in Japan. 

Four Indonesians have been executed for plotting 
to kill President Sukaino because of his support of 
“Godless Communism.” 

Wladyslaw Gomulka, dictator of Red Poland, is 
reportedly purging Communist Party leaders who 
control local Party machines, which in turn con- 
trol the distribution of state aid funds, appointments 
and Party votes. Some of the purged are reportedly 
receiving higher appointments, as in the case of Stan- 
islaw Pawlak, former first secretary of the Warsaw 
province Party Committee, who has been dismissed 
from that post and made Deputy Commissar of State 
for Religious Affairs. 

The Kremlin has warned its own leading intel- 
lectuals that “revisionists’’ among them will be se- 
verely dealt with. At the same time it openly con- 
demned the Red intellectuals of Poland for spread- 
ing ‘“‘pro-west ideologies.” 

Finland, which recently completed its national 
elections with Communists polling sufficient votes 
to force a “coalition government,” is now faced with 
a possible Communist takeover. The President has 
called on Cino Kelp, a Communist Party leader, to 
try to form a government. Two attempts at a “‘co- 
alition’’ government have failed in the light of Com- 
munist boycotts. 

Within the past 12 months some 52,000 men and 
women from 18 to 26 years of age have fled Red 
Germany to the West, Red German government offi- 
cials admit. West German authorities have arrested 
Jurek Kliger, a 34-year-old German, on charges of 
being a Soviet espionage agent and smuggler. The 
government claims that Kliger has made a fortune 
smuggling cobalt and other banned strategic mate- 
rials into Red Germany. He is described as the 
“most daring espionage agent’’ ever apprehended. 
He has also been charged with kidnapping political 
refugees from the Iron Curtain and turning them 
back to the Reds. 

Three Communist Party officials have been purged 
in Czechoslovakia for allegedly using “anti-Party 
methods.” 

An American columnist on an investigating tour 
of Europe reports from Rome that “an underground 
Communist army of highly trained men has been 
readied to move against the Italian government and 
our (American) forces ever since Marines landed in 
Lebanon.”” The writer also reports that Italian 
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Communists are operating joint- 
ly with the underworld and often 
hire assassins to kill Communist 
Party enemies in Italy. 

France’s top Communist, Jean 
Frederic Joliot-Curie, Nobel Prize 
winner and top scientist, died re- 
cently in Paris. His funeral was 
a top Communist Party turn-out, 
including a representative flown 
from Moscow. He was a mem- 
ber of the Central Committee of 
the French Communist Party and 
held top posts in the previous governments of France. 

The Kremlin, Red China and Iron Curtain countries 
are reportedly wooing Latin America with new vigor. 
Red radio, newspaper, magazine, movie and other in- 
struments of propaganda are now freely penetrating 
the countries to our south. Russia and China have 
set up so-called ‘“‘news agencies” and “‘trade agencies,” 
in addition to greatly increasing their diplomatic 
staffs, in the Latin American countries. The Com- 
munists are especially strong in Venezuela. Their 
membership is now estimated at around 100,000. 
They wield a great deal of influence in the govern- 
ment and in trade unions. 

Police have arrested Antonio Maidani, head of the 
outlawed Communist underground in Paraguay. 

The Guatemalan Congress has warned President 
Fuentes of new infiltration of that country by Com- 
munists and has ordered the President to take im- 
mediate measures to thwart their return to the land. 
Guatemala fell under Red domination in 1954. 

“Vicious, callous’ Communism is helping foment 
disorders throughout Latin America, according to Dr. 
Milton S. Eisenhower, brother of President Eisen- 
hower. Added to this observation is that of Msgr. 
Anthony Wagener who, following a recent trip to 
Latin America, declared: “Communism, like a vul- 
ture, is casting an ominous shadow over Latin Amer- 
ica and is making serious inroads despite the fact 
that it is outlawed in most countries.”” Dr. Eisen- 
hower made his remarks at commencement exercises 
at the University of Maryland. 

Msgr. Wagener said Communism is becoming a 
genuine threat in Latin America for four chief rea- 
sons: 

(1) Latin American Reds are using the machinery 
of a new democratic climate in many countries, Lo- 
cal governments seem ineffective in providing police 
control over the Communist-inspired riots and dis- 
orders in those countries. 

(2) Communist propaganda feeds on the evident 
poverty, social injustice and class strife in some of 
these countries. While present governments are 
working feverishly and effectively to correct these 
abuses, they may not have sufficient time to offset 
continual Communist agitation. 

(3) Reds in Communist countries, including the 
Soviet Union, hold out as bait before some of the 
economically weak Latin American governments the 
promise of loans, favorable trade agreements and 
various types of economic aid. Meanwhile, they ridi- 
cule and belittle United States economic programs in 
Latin America. 

(4) Wild inflation, particularly in Chile and Bo- 
livia, causing grave economic instability is a further 
favorable climate for Communist propaganda. The 
Reds have used effective propaganda over the weak- 
ening copper and tin markets in Peru and Bolivia 
respectively and have put the blame on the U.S.A. 
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a Communist, but claimed that he was not at the mo- 
ment of his testimony a member of the party. The 
party has decreed that a member is automatically 
freed from membership affiliation immediately on sub- 
poena by an investigating agency, on arrest and in- 
dictment, on conviction and until finishing a sentenc- 
ing. He refused to tell the committee the name of the 
person who recruited him into the party, or whether 
he knew of any other Communists in the Western Un- 
ion or as officers of the American Communications 
Association. 


Kremlin Agent Takes Over 
U. N. "Security" Post 


Another Kremlin agent has now moved up the lad- 
der of the United Nations secretariat. He is Anatoly 
F. Dobrynin who has become Under Secretary for the 
Department of Political and Security Council Affairs, 
a mighty fine spot for the Kremlin to capture. 

The Russian is the first representative of that coun- 
try to hold such a post since the days of the Korean 
war, At that time a Soviet citizen held the post, and 
a storm of criticism arose when the United Nations 
intervened to defend South Korea against Communist 
aggression. However, during a reorganization at that 
time it was held that Soviet citizens in the post were 
excluded from handling any phase of the Korean ques- 
tion. 


Fund For Republic and 
Its “Morons” 


The Ford Foundation’s now rather notorious “Fund 
for the Republic” has just made another one of its 
startling “discoveries,” this time that “morons” can 
carry on the work of highly educated people in some 
instances. 

The Fund for the Republic has been under public 
fire for some time because of the nature of most of its 
research activities and anti-patriotic proposals. Dr. 
Robert M. Hutchins, the Fund president, made his 
new discovery public on the final series of telecasts 
on the Mike Wallace Show known as “Survival and 
Freedom,” a program also financed by the Fund. Mike 
Wallace’s telecasts have been sponsored by the Fund. 

In his interview Dr. Hutchins said the Fund is now 
going to spend $4 million of its money awarded to it 
by the Ford Foundation, to brainwash America into 
understanding the “difference between fact and illu- 
sion,” and to help them to recognize a “slogan from a 
principle.” Dr. Hutchins lamented what he termed as 
the fact that education has nothing to do with success 
in the United States today. He observed that a child 
with the mental level of a moron can “acquire the di- 
ploma and certificates that are necessary to enable 
him to get a job and make a comfortable living, so 
why should we get excited about education?” 

Hutchins charged that the “American public, no 
matter what they say, are really indifferent to educa- 
tion. They want their children to have diplomas and 
degrees that will admit them to certain occupations, 
but the American people are not serious about educa- 
tion.” Hutchins claimed that other nations are more 
serious about education, and this provided him with 
an opportunity to put in a nice little plug for Russia. 

In still another report the Fund for the Republic 
released what it called a study of “religion in a free 
system,” the report is packed with criticism of the pop- 
ular expressions of religion and concepts of church- 
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state separation. One of the features of the study is 
called “Religion as a Source of Tension” in which 
William Clancy, Education Director of the so-called 
Church Peace Union, talks about some of the present 
church methods being anachronistic. 

The chapter says, “The worst thing that can be said 
about some of organized religion’s present methods 
of communicating with the public is not that they are 
‘undemocratic’ or ‘unconstitutional,’ but that they are 
anachronistic and ultimately self-defeating.” Another 
of the chapter criticizes the church for “too readily 
adjusting and accommodating itself to contemporary 
American life,” and that “by nature of its claims to 
theological truth” seeking special rights and treat- 
ment. 


“Religious” Group Chants 
Red Slogan 


The chant for abolishment of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities has been taken up by a 
new group parading under the banner of “Religious 
Freedom Committee Incorporated.” The new outfit 
lists its address as 118 East 28th Street, New York 
City, and claims to be “a voluntary membership or- 
ganization of clergymen and lay people in church and 
synagogue.” Its announced objective is the “mainte- 
nance of freedom guaranteed by the First Amendment, 
especially separation of church and state and the free 
exercise of conscience.” It holds the abolishment of 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities and 
the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee are “es- 
sential to the preservation of American freedoms.” 

In its propaganda barrage the “Religious Freedom 
Committee” urges the public to write members of Con- 
gress to put an end to the committee activities when 
Congress reconvenes in January, 1959. It also urges 
that the issue be raised “in your church, union, com- 
munity or civic groups.” It also makes a plea for fi- 
nancial assistance to carry on its own propaganda 
campaign. In asking support to help wipe out the 
work of the House Committee, the so-called “Religious 
Freedom” group leans on the American Civil Liberties 
Union which, it says, “holds that the committee has no 
right to exist because it was created to investigate 
propaganda —and freedom of propaganda is a part 
of the ‘freedom of speech and press’ which the Consti- 
tution says Congress must not abridge.” 


Passport Forgery and 
Perjury Common 


A wide assortment of schemes and devices used by 
the Communists to get their agents into the United 
States has been clearly shown by the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee in a current and comprehen- 
sive report entitled, “Communist Passport Frauds.” 
Senator James O. Eastland (D.-Miss.) chairman of 
the Senate committee, recently scored U. 8. Supreme 
Court decisions declaring passports can no longer be 
denied by the State Department to an applicant be- 
cause of his individual beliefs and associations. 

Senator Eastland says that the study prepared by 
his committee “reveals in some detail the illegal use 
of passports, and also presents some information 
which may provide a basis for establishing additional 
safeguards for the valuable and necessary travel doc- 
ument.” 

“The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee staff 
has selected typical instances of individuals with 
Communist Party records who have secured American 
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passports as a protection and cover for purposes hos- 
tile to American interests and security,” he says. 

The study sets forth 36 devices that have been used 
by Communists in fraudulently obtaining U. 8. pass- 
ports. These include: 

Obtaining a passport in the name of another person. 

Use of the names of deceased persons in passport 
applications and the use of faked birth certificates. 

Use of false naturalization papers. 

Forging of signatures on affidavits when applying 
for passport. 

Obtaining money orders for fictitious payees to cov- 
er payment for passport application. 

Forging or alteration of passports in whole or in 
part. 

Making of false statements regarding past or pres- 
ent Communist afliliations. 

Falsification regarding purpose of travel and true 
destination. 

Applicant secures passport in his own name and 
then turns passport over to another. 

Subsequent to issuance of passport, applicant files 
for new passport claiming old one to be lost. The 
original passport is then turned over to another per- 
sen for alteration. 

Resort to change of name through a court order to 
match a given passport. 

Securing of false business references, with support- 
ing false documents. 

Exploitation of diplomatic or official passports for 
Communist purposes. 

The Immigration Service, which has been turned 
back by our courts at every turn in its attempt to 
deport William Heikkila, west coast Communist who 
was born in Finland, is now taking a new approach 
in a last ditch stand to get rid of the alien. 

Heikkila won much sympathy earlier this year when 
Immigration agents seized him during an “intermis- 
sion” in his court efforts and whisked him off to Fin- 
land by airplane. They were forced by the extensive 
leftwing progaganda protests to return him to the 
United States. 

The Finn is presently protected by a Federal Court 
order forbidding his deportation or exclusion pending 
a final appeal in his case. 

Heikkila has been called into the San Francisco 
immigration office for a “primary inspection” in the 
exclusion program. Officials indicate that they are 
now going to attempt to treat him as an alien seeking 
admission to the United States rather than as an 
alien to be deported. The local Immigration office has 
held under this procedure, Heikkila is not admissible 
to this country under the present laws. 


Soviet Propaganda Emanates 
From U. S. Capital 


Russian Communists are getting by with a practice 
in the U.S.A. that is absolutely not tolerated in Russia 
for U. 8. Government’s diplomatic officials. 

The Embassy of the Soviet Union has an elaborate 
press department located at 1706 18th Street, N.W., 
in Washington, D. C., which grinds out voluminous 
propaganda press releases which are dispatched not 
only to the American press, but to officials of our 
Government, to Congress and to others in our country. 

These dispatches include speeches by Khrushchev 
and other Kremlin bigwigs, and copies of their propa- 
ganda messages to their puppet countries. 

Members of the U. 8S. Congress have been deluged 
with copies of these so-called press releases and 
speeches by Moscow Reds, through the mail directly 


from the Soviet Embassy, and the releases have not 
only included pro-Red, but much anti-American propa- 
ganda. 

Some weeks ago Under Secretary of State Robert 
Murphy officially called this practice to the attention 
of the Soviet Ambassador Mikhail Menshikov, re- 
minding him that failure to channel such propaganda 
literature through the State Department openly vio- 
lates international diplomatic practices, but the So- 
viet ambassador has ignored the warning. 

A speech by Khrushchev made at the Soviet-Czecho- 
slovakia “friendship meeting” July 12th, contained nu- 
merous references to the United States and the “im- 
perialists.” The release on this speech sent to Mem- 
bers of Congress contained Khrushchev’s statement to 
the effect that “If the United States does not under- 
stand, does not want to have business relations with 
us, we will accomplish everything we have planned 
without it.” 


"U.S.A. Surrender To Russia” 
Study Denounced 


When it leaked out recently that a private research 
organization which makes studies for the Air Force 
partly on contributions from foundations and partly 
on Navy appropriations, had made a study on “Strate- 
gic Surrender” of the U.S.A. to Russia in the event 
of war, irate Senators voted 88 to 2 in favor of an 
amendment barring all funds to support any studies 
dealing with any method of surrender by the United 
States Government to an enemy power. Several de- 
clared such a study indicated in itself a defeatist at- 
titude on the part of officials authorizing it. The 
White House apparently thought the whole issue a 
tempest in a teapot, and a White House statement 
was issued calling the amendment “nonsense” and de- 
claring it “too ridiculous for further comment.” But 
the American public were in general angry over the 
alleged report. The report causing the furor was writ- 
ten by Paul Keckemeti for the Rand Corporation which 
is supported in part by Air Force Funds. It was main- 
tained in the Senate debate that this study dealt with 
surrenders of Axis powers during World War II, and 
that there was no study of a plan of surrender by the 
U.S.A. to Russia contemplated. President Eisenhower 
authorized a statement to the effect that “there has 
been no public money spent to study how or when the 
United States might surrender.” 

Equally attacked was a study by Dr. Ellis A. John- 
son of Johns Hopkins University on the estimated 
number of American casualties that might be expected 
in event of a nuclear war. 

Both reports had been leaked at a moment for 
propaganda purposes to prepare the American public 
for another change, this time abandonment of nu- 
clear tests for one year, this after a series of demands 
for larger Congressional appropriations for advancing 
nuclear weapons. We were told that we had lost step 
with Russia, now we are told that we can sit it out for 
a year or so without adverse results, 


Student Group and 
Red Infiltration 


The United States National Student Association, 
which held its 11th National Student Congress on the 
campus of Ohio Wesleyan University recently, has 
been called “a special target for Communist infiltra- 
tion” in a statement by Dr. J. B. Matthews inserted 
in the Congressional Record. 
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The Record statement says, “Having abandoned 
their own dominated fronts such as the National Stu- 
dent League and the American Student Union, the 
Communists have adopted a policy of penetrating and 
infiltrating non-Communist student organizations.” 

It continues: “The USNSA, with its liberal ideolog- 
ical orientation, is an organization ideally suited to 
Communist infiltration. One of the special features 
of present-day liberal organizations is that they de- 
liberately refrain from keeping an alert guard against 
Communist infiltration. In such situations, the Com- 
munist objective is not to dominate; it is rather to in- 
filtrate for the pushing for the adoption of leftist res- 
olutions and policies.” 

In the Congressional Record statement, Dr. Mat- 
thews, a former Communist Front organizer and later 
employed by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities, analyzes the manner in which leftist orien- 
tation is found in the U. 8. National Student Associa- 
tion. He pointed out that a $25,000 grant from the 
Ford Foundation has been used by USNSA to employ 
certain campus symposium leaders, “all of whom have 
records of supporting the Communist front apparatus.” 

Harold Taylor, president of Sarah Lawrence Col- 
lege, is one of the group and it is pointed out that he 
is on record publicly as believing that Communists 
should be permitted to teach in colleges. Taylor has 
been linked with such Communist fronts as the South- 
ern Conference Educational Fund; Committee of One 
Thousand; Little Red Schoolhouse and the National 
Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions. 

Also heading the USNSA campus symposium group 
is Helen C. White, who was listed by the pro-Soviet 
Magazine “Soviet Russia Today” as chairman of the 
Russian War Relief in Madison, Wis. She also was a 
sponsor of the well-known Red front, the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. 

David Riesman, another member of the group fi- 
nanced by the Ford Foundation, was credited in the 
Communist Daily Worker with being one of a group 
demanding that Illinois Congressmen vote to abolish 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities. Mr. 
Matthews also linked him with “the current Commu- 
nist-line organization known as the National Com- 
mittee for a Sane Nuclear Policy. 

It is pointed out that this student organization is 
opposed to firing college professors because they are 
members of the Communist Party and is opposed to 
loyalty oaths for teachers. 

At its 1956 Congress the organization adopted a 
resolution declaring it an absolute necessity that col- 
lege students have a say in the policy-making of the 
institutions they attend and this resolution was 
worded to include financial policies and nature of 
the curriculum. 

Mr. Matthews study submits the conclusions that 
the “policies and program of the USNSA embrace the 
important lines of the Communist Party insofar as 
these touch upon questions involved in student life 
and activity on the campuses of American colleges 
and universities; and that the adult leaders, speakers 
and advisers of the USNSA represent a high degree 
of leftwing and pro-Communist infiltration of the 
organization.” 

Chinese Communist Postage 
Stamps Bring Big Revenue 

One of the lastest Communist-linked rackets un- 
covered in this country has to do with stamp collec- 
tions. 

A Federal grand jury in Brooklyn has indicted Kurt 
Weishaupt, nationally known stamp dealer and one- 
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time president of the American Stamp Dealers Asso- 
ciation, on a charge of smuggling several million Chi- 
nese Communist stamps into the United States. As- 
sistant U. 8, Attorney Warren M. Deutsch pleaded 
that Weishaupt should be held for $10,000 bail claim- 
ing that the German-born defendant, a naturalized 
citizen, has many foreign contacts and that he might 
attempt to flee the country before trial. 

Weishaupt is accused on 27 acts dealing with al- 
leged illegal traffic in Communist stamps and convic- 
tion could bring fines as high as $40,000 or imprison- 
ment for as much as 40 years. 

Full details of the case were not immediately re- 
vealed but it was learned the stamp dealer arranged 
to have the stamps imported from Shanghai between 
November, 1953, and February, 1957. A tip from an 
unidentified American Naval officer stationed in Ja- 
pan put Federal agents on the trail of the illegal flow 
of Chinese stamps into this country. 

Two million of the stamps in question were seized 
by Government agents in Weishaupt’s home in Queens, 
N. Y. It is alleged he has been selling the smuggled 
stamps to American collectors at a profit of 100%. 

Liu Tse-chen, operator of the Oriental Stamp com- 
pany was named a co-conspirator but was not indicted. 
The stamps were peddled through a concessionaire 
in a large New York department store. 


Hemingway To Hide 
The Past 


Ernest Hemingway, the novelist, has denied that he 
instituted court proceedings to block re-publication of 
his flowery stories about the Spanish (Red) Civil War 
because of any fear of public reaction in the United 
States. 

Nevertheless his attorney recently filed papers in 
court to prevent Esquire magazine (N.Y.C.) from re- 
printing his articles it had published by consent in 
1938 and 1939. The petition says, “The court well 
knows that the passage of time can affect the writings 
of authors either favorably or unfavorably. L[lustra- 
tive is the change in attitude of people to writings of 
men during the time Russia was our ally to the pres- 
ent attitude of people to such men and their writings 
now that Russia is perhaps our greatest enemy.” 

Hemingway said his lawyer might have meant well 
by such court talk, but “it does not represent my 
views.” 

The stories in question deal with incidents in a 
Madrid bar during the Spanish (Red) Civil War. A 
civilian is beaten and is shot by a group of “Loyalist” 
soldiers after he sprayed insecticide on them. Hem- 
ingway said in the articles he tried to refrain from 
being pro-Loyalist or anti-Loyalist. But, he added, 
“If anyone wants to know how I feel today, I have not 
changed my attitude about the Spanish Civil War. 
I was for the Loyalists and I still feel that way about 
Loyalists.” 

He argued that his reason for wanting to hold up 
re-publication was that he “wanted to remove some of 
the cliches.” He denied he wanted “to eliminate polit- 
ical implications in them.” 

The so-called “Loyalists” of Spain were composed 
of Communists from throughout the world, including 
the Abraham Lincoln Brigade recruited on U.S.A. soil. 
Russia sent some of its top generals to Spain during 
the Civil War to direct the actions of the Red armies, 
the entire force of Loyalists in arms were known as 
the International Brigade. Hemingway not only sup- 
ported the cause through articles, but actively sup- 
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ported the home front movements supporting the Red 
cause in Spain. 

No doubt if the Reds had succeeded in attaching 
Spain to the Red puppet list, Hemingway it appears 
would have felt free to have had his 1938-39 stories 
republished. As it is, the Red cause collapsed in 
Spain, and those who in any way supported the Red 
takeover, must feel they were fools. 
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What do these same teachers have to say about Amer- 
icanism? Is it an outdated philosophy of government 
or something to be prized above all else? 

If you find that a teacher is selling America short, 
expose him. It is a part of an American teacher’s 
duty, especially today, to instill in the pupil’s mind 
a deep and well-founded love for the American Way of 
Life. Any teacher who fails to do that bears the clos- 
est scrutiny tag. Watch him. 

7. Preach Americanism. 

It is true that you are but one person. You may 
feel that you are not too important. And consequently, 
you may think that there is little you can do, person- 
ally, to fight Communism 

However, you must remember that no matter who 
or what you are, you are free to take an individual 
stand on this subject. You can make sure that, every 
day, through your words and actions, you preach 
Americanism. And there are more than a hundred 
and sixty million people in the United States today. 
In view of these facts, can there be any doubt but what 
you and you and you are a tremendous force? 

To adopt this attitude does not mean that you will 
indulge in a continual flag-waving act. But it does 
mean that, in your contacts with colleagues in the of- 
fice, lodge, church, union, and community, you will 
unwaveringly advocate the principles of free speech 
and religious freedom, of free enterprise and free elec- 
tions, equality, justice, trial by jury, and majority 
rule. 

These are the ingredients of Americanism. These 
are the elements which Communism would destroy 
and Americanism must preserve, Your role in this 
drama can hardly be overestimated. You, really, are 
the very keystone of Americanism. 

Here, then, is a statement of what you, the individ- 
ual, can do in this world-shaking struggle between 
international Communism and Americanism. Here 
are the principles, the steps which you must take if 
you wish to become an effective soldier in the greatest 
conflict the world has known. Here, in short, is the 
blueprint for your private war on Communism. See 
that you use it well. 
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collectively, rob him of his union security and cata- 
pult him onto the open market unprotected. 

They argue that the key issue is union security— 
which they say is the “essential ingredient for con- 
structive collective bargaining.” 

Those who oppose “right-to-work” legislation main- 
tain that the individual worker on his own is at a 
distinct disadvantage in trying to influence the em- 
ployer’s decision regarding his wages, hours and work- 
ing conditions. 
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“Without the strength of the union to assist him,” 
they argue, “the individual worker is compelled to 
accept the wages and working conditions that are es- 
tablished by the employer. 

“. . . Through collective organization and action, 
the union attempts to give the individual worker the 
bargaining power he lacks on his own.” 

In their briefs, union leaders state: 

“The true purpose and effect of the ‘right-to-work’ 
laws ... are to prohibit employers and unions from 
entering into collective bargaining contracts provid- 
ing for union security. 

“Union security is vital to good labor-management 
relations. It frees the union from fear of being under- 
mined or destroyed by inimical employers and thus 
paves the way for broader labor-management cooper- 
ation.” 

The battle lines are drawn . . . the briefs are pre- 
sented ... the arguments dramatized .. . 

There is no doubt that the economic, social and 
political health of our nation will be greatly influenced 
by the “right-to-work” controversy. 

Political in that legislators must be drawn into the 
discussion .. . as in California where Edmund G, ‘Pat’ 
Brown, advocating the union shop, is contesting Sen- 
ator William F. Knowland, who is basing his cam- 
paign on the “right-to-work” ... 

Social in that all society is afflicted with industrial 
conflict or blessed with industrial peace . .. 

Economic in that man has a right to a job and a 
living wage ... with or without unions, 
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tion to hold the young people in line with spiritual 
ideals. California has 643 Catholic religious spon- 
sored, non-profit schools. It has 390 Protestant schools 
of this character, and 39 Jewish. 

Of the Protestant schools, 151 are Seventh-day Ad- 
ventist and 103 are Lutheran, 21 are Baptist, and 22 
are Episcopal. 

It is evident that some large church groups, such as 
the Presbyterians and Methodists, have not gone in 
so heavily for religious education. But they are free 
to do so, if they wish. If they choose not to, there is 
certainly no reason for them to curb the exercise of 
liberty by other religious groups. 

America has around 100,000,000 church members, 
but that still leaves tens of millions of our people who 
do not go to church at all. Yet, no fair-minded Amer- 
ican, who chooses not to go to church, would organize 
a campaign to deny the right to those who feel so in- 
clined. 

Some large church groups may prefer not to spon- 
sor religious education, but it is the most unworthy 
kind of blind fanaticism for some of their leaders to 
join with atheists and Communists in a campaign to 
destroy all religious schools, such as have been built 
up through much striving and sacrifice by other 
church people. 

As a measure to raise tax-revenue, the proposal to 
subject church-operated schools to taxation is un- 
sound. It would instead cost the taxpayers many 
millions of dollars. Its only appeal is to the ignorant, 
the misguided, and the fanatical. It is a stock instru- 
mentality of Communists, Nazis, and Fascists, seeking 
to divide the people so as to destroy liberty and regi- 
ment the people, their homes, and their children. All 
fair-minded Americans will hope and pray that this 
attempt at importing a totalitarian device, and impos- 
ing it on a large element of our people, will be re- 
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soundingly defeated by the people of California in 
this year’s November election balloting. 

Every fair-minded voter will vote on this issue. Not 
to vote against Proposition 16, will spell victory for 
the radicals, for they will flock to the polls and vote 
for it. 
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but persons of their own election, and such as must, 
in a short time, return again into the same condition 
with themselves.” This hazardous experiment they 
have tried, and, if elections are soberly made, it may 
answer very well; but if parties, factions, drunken- 
ness, bribes, armies, and delirium come in, as they 
always have done sooner or later, to embroil and de- 
cide everything, the people must again have recourse 
to conventions and find a remedy. Neither philosophy 
nor policy has yet discovered any other cure, than by 
prolonging the duration of the first magistrate and 
senators. The evil may be lessened and postponed, 
by elections for longer periods of years, till they be- 
come for life; and if this is not found an adequate 
remedy, there will remain no other but to make them 
hereditary. 

The delicacy or the dread of unpopularity that should 
induce any man to conceal this important truth from 
the full view and contemplation of the people, would 
be a weakness, if not a vice. As to “reaping the same 
benefit or burden, by the laws enacted, that befalls 
the rest of the people,” this will be secured, whether 
the first magistrate and senate be elective or heredi- 
tary, so long as the people are an integral branch of 
the legislature, can b@é bound by no laws to which they 
have not consented, and can be subjected to no tax 
which they have not agreed to lay. It is agreed that 
the “issue of such a constitution,” whether the gov- 
ernor and senate be hereditary or elective, must be 
this, “that no load be laid upon any, but what is com- 
mon to all, and that always by common consent; not 
to serve the lusts of any, but only to supply the ne- 
cessities of their country.” . 


PREACHER — (Continued from page 14) 


Communist-duped U. N. 
rest of the world. 

The bewildered preacher saw and listened. But it 
was time for him to return to the frocked older men 
who were grooming him into the preacher-type de- 
manded for the One-World. He was in the grip of One- 
World power already, that which promotes U. N. anti- 
religion tyranny, which dictates to ministers of the 
new “scientific humanism” where, when, and whom 
to lead in prayer. 

In the United States Day instance, One-Worlders 
had obviously instructed the young preacher not to 
utter prayer before the assembly of patriotic Amer- 
ican citizens. 

The United States Day chairman once again ten- 
dered the invitation: “Will you lead the Prayer?” 

The preacher rose to go, beaten with the look of a 
whipped pup. He knew his masters. 

He left, telling the chairman, in effect, “I refuse to 
pray.” 

At the U. 8S. Day celebration, two Christians filled 
the breach in the program left by the One-Worlders’ 
piteous robot. A Baptist minister spoke the Invoca- 
tion; a Catholic priest bestowed the Benediction bles- 
sing. Remember these insults, October 23, this year, 
and see to it that in your community United States 
Day is properly celebrated. 


fraternizers throughout the 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 
FEDERAL — (Continued from page 16) 


with a critical eye is in the area of Government oper- 
ations which compete with business, Thus, the total 
number of Government commercial and industrial fa- 
cilities within the Department of Defense is estimated 
at over 2500 with invested capital of over 15 billion 
dollars. 

In 1954, House Committee on Government Opera- 
tions after investigation through a subcommittee un- 
der Representative Cecil M. Harden noted that: “From 
1929 to 1948 public wealth has grown 278.5% while 
private wealth has increased only 78.7%. In 1929 pub- 
lic wealth represented only 15% of total national 
wealth, in 1948 the public wealth amounted to 27.3% 
of the total. The trend continues.” 

The former Director of the Budget, Mr. Rowland R. 
Hughes, pointed out in 1954 that: “The Federal Gov- 
ernment today operates over a hundred businesses, 
types of activities— For a country which is the cita- 
del and the world’s principal exponent of private en- 
terprise and individual initiative, this is a rather 
amazing list.” 

The Hoover Commission findings suggest that Gov- 
ernment expenditures could be curtailed by five bil- 
lion dollars without any loss in efficiency to Govern- 
ment operations, 

It is time that first things be placed first, that 
public welfare be placed above partisan politics, We 
need no trick budgets, debt ceiling evasions and hid- 
den taxes. Our Government must be honest with it- 
self and above all, honest with the American people. 


HOOVER — (Continued from page 18) 


that the United States should obtain outright pos- 
session (or at least 99-year leases) on the military 
bases we had built around the world. 

He also foresaw the dangers inherent in the trend 
toward world government and advised that we must 
not surrender our national sovereignty. But once 
more, the policy makers disregarded his advice in 
treaty-making. 

Yet, in spite of all the tragic and costly errors we 
have made as a nation in going contrary to his advice, 
Mr. Hoover predicts a promising future for the United 
States — provided we stay strong and remain vigilant. 
Can we do it? 

Speaking before the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce on February 27, he prophesied we will emerge 
from the present recession “bigger and stronger than 
ever before.” 

Too often in the past, the policy makers of this 
nation have rejected the prophetic warnings and the 
inspired advice of Mr. Hoover. Now as we take score, 
we are forced to recognize the wisdom of what he has 
said, and to respect his role as prophet. 

If we as a nation are to survive, retain our freedom 
and sovereignty, and check the drift toward a faceless, 
robot society, it is high time we heed his warning: 
“ .. we have need to evert all the strength which God 
has given us.” 
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TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By WALTER 8S. STEELE 


Communists everywhere outside the Iron and Bam- 
boo Curtains are actively fomenting chaos, that’s, of 
course, their chief stock in trade. Settle dissention 
in one part of the world and they see to it that it 
immediately crops up in another. Settle conditions 
in One section of a country and they see to it that 
trouble springs forth in another. Peaceful conditions 
are impossible wherever a Communist Party exists. 
It is impossible to maintain peace in any part of a 
world in which Communism rules or operates, 


Lenin was right in stating that the two contend- 
ing systems—Capitalism and Communism—‘‘cannot 
long exist side by side. One must eventually prevail 
over the other.”’ Communists, regardless of their 
prattle to the contrary, do not intend to permit con- 
tending systems of government to co-exist. Commu- 
nists insist that other countries maintain a hands-off 
policy on their puppet governments, but they demand 
the right to interfere with other governments, They 
outlaw foreign political parties and foreign influence 
within their own boundaries, but insist on the right to 
promote their political party and influence on the 
peoples of other countries, legally if possible, ille- 
gally if necessary, 


In the United States the Communists, under Mos- 
cow guidance and dictation, following escapes of their 
leaders from convictions for plotting the destruction 
and seizure of our Government, are plotting new con- 
tentions. The issues being presently fanned by the 
Reds in this country include agitation for peace ala 
Moscow, anti-nuclear tests under Russia’s formula, 
reduction in U. S. armed forces, keeping our armed 
forces out of the near and far eastern areas, agitation 
for a new round of wage demands by unions, starting 
with the auto workers; agitation for all-out strikes, 
campaign to curb price rises, for a short work week, 
tax reduction on low incomes, increased unemploy- 
ment compensation, opposition to speed-ups, anti-dis- 
crimination of races in labor unions, mobilization for 
the new “struggle” for a Negro-labor alliance in the 
south, political action (independent), unification and 
strengthening of labor unions. The end results, say 
the Reds, will be a “Socialist America.”” The new 
plots were hatched at the secret session of the Na- 
tional Committee of the Communist Party in New 
York, June 29, 1958. 


The West Coast organ of the Communist Party, 
“People’s World,” is refilling its guns and it is re- 
ported to have raised $50,916.58 in its $70,000 sus- 
taining fund drive to Aug. 23. The East Coast organ, 
“The Worker,” reports receipts amounting to $32,- 
492.66, as of August 24th, in its sustaining drive for 
$100,000. Communists are financing many other publi- 
cations, including such as “Jewish Currents’? (maga- 
zine), “Political Affairs’’ (magazine), ‘“‘Public Affairs” 
(newspaper), “Searchlight,"” “New World Review” 
(magazine), “Mainstream” (magazine), ‘‘Party Voice”’ 
(magazine), and “‘Moving Forward” and others, They 
circulate a host of front publications and finance and 
circulate tens of thousands of pamphlets and books in 


the United States. They spend hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars annually in the United States to prop- 
agandize dissention and in behalf of a future “Soviet 
(Socialist) America.” 


An organization apparatus as large and as active 
as the Communist Party in the U. S. requires na- 
tional, State and large city headquarters, communica- 
tion facilities, enormous payroll funds and traveling 
expenses. These run into the millions of dollars. 
They are apparently able to raise the required mon- 
ey. Where and how? 


Thirty Negro leaders have left the United States 
for the U.S.S.R. Heading the contingent is Earl B. 
Dickinson of Chicago, long active in leftwing circles, 
former New Deal official, appointed by President 
Roosevelt, and head of the Negro Supreme Liberty 
Life Insurance Company. 


In Chicago a defense organization has been set up 
in behalf of the Negro Communist, Claude Lightfoot, 
Illinois Communist Party head, convicted under the 
Smith Sedition Act. The group is known as the Chi- 
cago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights. Chair- 
man is Leon Katzen. The Secretary is Richard Criley. 


Twenty-two Puerto Ricans have also left for Rus- 
sia. The group is headed by Jorge Lon Saldana, vice- 
president of the Puerto Rican Legislature and As- 
semblymen Louis Archilda Lagier and Femondo Milen 
Suarez. 


Professor Kenneth Kirkpatrick of the University 
of Minnesota in August lead 100 marchers in a de- 
mand for “world peace.”” Communists, Socialists, 
Quakers, pacifists and leftist students reportedly com- 
posed the ranks of his marchers. 


Cyrus Eaton, Cleveland multi-millionnaire indus- 
trialist and defender of the Soviet “‘peace’’ drive has 
responded to an invitation from Khrushchev, Russian 
dictator and is visiting Russia. A score of Social 
Security officials of our Government are enroute to 
Russia to “study” their method of socialist “‘secur- 
ity,”’ old age, maternity, sick, and other types of gov- 
ernment handouts, necessary under Socialism where 
all above a bare living income is confiscated; by low 
wage scales, high prices, taxes and other socialist 
gouges, The U.S.A, has also appointed a Committee to 
“study” trade relations with Russia, China and other 
Communist countries, the first move by the anti- 
Communist nations is to “ease’’ the embargo on vari- 
ous heretofore restricted items. 


Many Americans were awed by the leak of news 
that our Armed Forces had sanctioned the study and 
perfection of a “Plan of Surrender’’ to Russia in the 
event of an all-out nuclear war. How about the 
planned surrender step-by-step that is evidenced on 
all fronts, trade, cultural, diplomacy, defenses, propa- 
ganda, etc., etc., etc.? Is the end result any more 
disastrous? 


32 


soundingly defeated by the people of California in 
this year’s November election balloting. 

Every fair-minded voter will vote on this issue. Not 
tu vote against Proposition 16, will spell victory for 
the radicals, for they will flock to the polls and vote 
for it. 


PROTECTING — (Continued from page 13) 


but persons of their own election, and such as must, 
in a short time, return again into the same condition 
with themselves.” This hazardous experiment they 
have tried, and, if elections are soberly made, it may 
answer very well; but if parties, factions, drunken- 
ness, bribes, armies, and delirium come in, as they 
always have done sooner or later, to embroil and de- 
cide everything, the people must again have recourse 
to conventions and find a remedy. Neither philosophy 
nor policy has yet discovered any other cure, than by 
prolonging the duration of the first magistrate and 
senators. The evil may be lessened and postponed, 
by elections for longer periods of years, till they be- 
come for life; and if this is not found an adequate 
remedy, there will remain ne other but to make them 
hereditary. 

The delicacy or the dread of unpopularity that should 
induce any man to conceal this important truth from 
the full view and contemplation of the people, would 
be a weakness, if not a vice. As to “reaping the same 
benefit or burden, by the laws enacted, that befalls 
the rest of the people,” this will be secured, whether 
the first magistrate and senate be elective or heredi- 
tary, so long as the people are an integral branch of 
the legislature, can bé bound by no laws to which they 
have not consented, and can be subjected to no tax 
which they have not agreed to lay. It is agreed that 
the “issue of such a constitution,” whether the gov- 
ernor and senate be hereditary or elective, must be 
this, “that no load be laid upon any, but what is com- 
mon to all, and that always by common consent; not 
to serve the lusts of any, but only to supply the ne- 
cessities of their country.” 


PREACHER — (Continued from page 14) 


Communist-duped U. N. 
rest of the world. 

The bewildered preacher saw and listened. But it 
was time for him to return to the frocked older men 
who were grooming him into the preacher-type de- 
manded for the One-World. He was in the grip of One- 
World power already, that which promotes U. N. anti- 
religion tyranny, which dictates to ministers of the 
new “scientific humanism” where, when, and whom 
to lead in prayer. 

In the United States Day instance, One-Worlders 
had obviously instructed the young preacher not to 
utter prayer before the assembly of patriotic Amer- 
ican citizens. 

The United States Day chairman once again ten- 
dered the invitation: “Will you lead the Prayer?” 

The preacher rose to go, beaten with the look of a 
whipped pup. He knew his masters. 

He left, telling the chairman, in effect, “I refuse to 
pray.” 

At the U. 8S. Day celebration, two Christians filled 
the breach in the program left by the One-Worlders’ 
piteous robot. A Baptist minister spoke the Invoca- 
tion; a Catholic priest bestowed the Benediction bles- 
sing. Remember these insults, October 23, this year, 


fraternizers throughovt the 


and see to it that in your community United States 
Day is properly celebrated. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 
FEDERAL — (Continued from page 16) 


with a critical eye is in the area of Government oper- 
ations which compete with business, Thus, the total 
number of Government commercial and industrial fa- 
cilities within the Department of Defense is estimated 
at over 2500 with invested capital of over 15 billion 
dollars. 

In 1954, House Committee on Government Opera- 
tions after investigation through a subcommittee un- 
der Representative Cecil M. Harden noted that: “From 
1929 to 1948 public wealth has grown 278.5% while 
private wealth has increased only 78.7%. In 1929 pub- 
lic wealth represented only 15% of total national 
wealth, in 1948 the public wealth amounted to 27.3% 
of the total. The trend continues.” 


The former Director of the Budget, Mr. Rowland R. 
Hughes, pointed out in 1954 that: “The Federal Gov- 
ernment today operates over a hundred businesses, 
types of activities — For a country which is the cita- 
del and the world’s principal exponent of private en- 
terprise and individual initiative, this is a rather 
amazing list.” 

The Hoover Commission findings suggest that Gov- 
ernment expenditures could be curtailed by five bil- 
lion dollars without any loss in efficiency to Govern- 
ment operations. 

It is time that first things be placed first, that 
public welfare be placed above partisan politics. We 
need no trick budgets, debt ceiling evasions and hid- 
den taxes. Our Government must be honest with it- 
self and above all, honest with the American people. 


HOOVER — (Continued from page 18) 


that the United States should obtain outright pos- 
session (or at least 99-year leases) on the military 
bases we had built around the world. 

He also foresaw the dangers inherent in the trend 
toward world government and advised that we must 
not surrender our national sovereignty. But once 
more, the policy makers disregarded his advice in 
treaty-making. 

Yet, in spite of all the tragic and costly errors we 
have made as a nation in going contrary to his advice, 
Mr. Hoover predicts a promising future for the United 
States — provided we stay strong and remain vigilant. 
Can we do it? 

Speaking before the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce on February 27, he prophesied we will emerge 
from the present recession “bigger and stronger than 
ever before.” 

Too often in the past, the policy makers of this 
nation have rejected the prophetic warnings and the 
inspired advice of Mr. Hoover. Now as we take score, 
we are forced to recognize the wisdom of what he has 
said, and to respect his role as prophet. 

If we as a nation are to survive, retain our freedom 
and sovereignty, and check the drift toward a faceless, 
robot society, it is high time we heed his warning: 
“. . we have need to ezert all the strength which God 
has given us.” 
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TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By WALTER 8S. STEELE 


Communists everywhere outside the Iron and Bam- 
boo Curtains are actively fomenting chaos, that’s, of 
course, their chief stock in trade. Settle dissention 
in one part of the world and they see to it that it 
immediately crops up in another. Settle conditions 
in One section of a country and they see to it that 
trouble springs forth in another. Peaceful conditions 
are impossible wherever a Communist Party exists. 


It is impossible to maintain peace in any part of a 


world in which Communism rules or operates, 


Lenin was right in stating that the two contend- 
ing systems Communism—“cannot 
One must eventually prevail 
Communists, regardless of their 
prattle to the contrary, do not intend to permit con- 
tending systems of government to co-exist. 


Capitalism and 
long exist side by side. 
over the other.” 


Commu- 
nists insist that other countries maintain a hands-off 
policy on their puppet governments, but they demand 
They 
outlaw foreign political parties and foreign influence 
within their own boundaries, but insist on the right to 


the right to interfere with other governments. 


promote their political party and influence on the 
peoples of other countries, legally if possible, ille- 
gally if necessary, 


In the United States the Communists, under Mos- 
cow guidance and dictation, following escapes of their 
leaders from convictions for plotting the destruction 
and seizure of our Government, are plotting new con- 
tentions. The issues being presently fanned by the 
Reds in this country include agitation for peace ala 
Moscow, anti-nuclear tests under Russia’s formula, 
reduction in U, S. armed forces, keeping our armed 
forces out of the near and far eastern areas, agitation 
for a new round of wage demands by unions, starting 
with the auto workers; agitation for all-out strikes, 
campaign to curb price rises, for a short work week, 
tax reduction on low incomes, increased unemploy- 
ment compensation, opposition to speed-ups, anti-dis- 
crimination of races in labor unions, mobilization for 
the new ‘“‘struggle’’ for a Negro-labor alliance in the 
south, political action (independent), unification and 
strengthening of labor unions. The end results, say 
the Reds, will be a “Socialist America.’”” The new 
plots were hatched at the secret session of the Na- 
tional Committee of the Communist Party in New 
York, June 29, 1958. 


The West Coast organ of the Communist Party, 
“People’s World,” is refilling its guns and it is re- 
ported to have raised $50,916.58 in its $70,000 sus- 
taining fund drive to Aug. 23. The East Coast organ, 
“The Worker,’ reports receipts amounting to $32,- 
492.66, as of August 24th, in its sustaining drive for 
$100,000. Communists are financing many other publi- 
including such as “Jewish Currents’ (maga- 
zine), ‘‘Political Affairs’’ (magazine), “‘Public Affairs” 
(newspaper), “‘Searchlight,”’” “New World Review’ 
(magazine), “Mainstream” (magazine), ““Party Voice” 
(magazine), and ““Moving Forward” and others, They 
circulate a host of front publications and finance and 
circulate tens of thousands of pamphlets and books in 


cations, 


the United States. They spend hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars annually in the United States to prop- 
agandize dissention and in behalf of a future ‘Soviet 


(Socialist) America.” 


An organization apparatus as large and as active 
as the Communist Party in the U. S. requires na- 
tional, State and large city headquarters, communica- 
tion facilities, enormous payroll funds and traveling 
These run into the millions of dollars. 
They are apparently able to raise the required mon- 
ey. Where and how? 


expenses. 


Thirty Negro leaders have left the United States 
for the U.S.S.R. Heading the contingent is Earl B. 
Dickinson of Chicago, long active in leftwing circles, 
former New Deal official, President 
Roosevelt, and head of the Negro Supreme Liberty 
Life Insurance Company. 


appointed by 


In Chicago a defense organization has been set up 
in behalf of the Negro Communist, Claude Lightfoot, 
Illinois Communist Party head, convicted under the 
Smith Sedition Act. The group is known as the Chi- 
cago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights. Chair- 
man is Leon Katzen. The Secretary is Richard Criley. 


Twenty-two Puerto Ricans have also left for Rus- 
sia. The group is headed by Jorge Lon Saldana, vice- 
president of the Puerto Rican Legislature and As- 
semblymen Louis Archilda Lagier and Femondo Milen 
Suarez. 


Professor Kenneth Kirkpatrick of the University 
of Minnesota in August lead 100 marchers in a de- 
mand for “world peace.”” Communists, Socialists, 
Quakers, pacifists and leftist students reportedly com- 
posed the ranks of his marchers. 


Cyrus Eaton, Cleveland multi-millionnaire indus- 
trialist and defender of the Soviet “‘peace’’ drive has 
responded to an invitation from Khrushchev, Russian 
dictator and is visiting Russia. A score of Social 
Security officials of our Government are enroute to 
Russia to “study” their method of socialist ‘‘secur- 
ity,’ old age, maternity, sick, and other types of gov- 
ernment handouts, necessary under Socialism where 
all above a bare living income is confiscated; by low 
wage scales, high prices, taxes and other socialist 
gouges, The U.S.A, has also appointed a Committee to 
“study” trade relations with Russia, China and other 
Communist countries, the first move by the anti- 
Communist nations is to “ease’’ the embargo on vari- 
ous heretofore restricted items. 


Many Americans were awed by the leak of news 
that our Armed Forces had sanctioned the study and 
perfection of a “Plan of Surrender’’ to Russia in the 
event of an all-out nuclear war. How about the 
planned surrender step-by-step that is evidenced on 
all fronts, trade, cultural, diplomacy, defenses, propa- 
ganda, ete., etc., etc.? Is the end result any more 
disastrous? 
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We learned a lesson 
from a lineman 


“Safety is where I shine.” one of our 
linemen told us recently. “Safety's one 
of the most important parts of my job. 
But saving—and that’s important, too, 
for a family man—that’s too tough. 
Why don't vou guvs in the office make 
it easy for us—like that Payroll Savings 
Plan for U.S. Savings Bonds?” 


Of course, that is exactly what we 
want to do for every one of our people. 
We explained that to our lineman. But 
he certainly made us stop and think. 
Because if he didn't know about our 
plan for buying U.S. Savings Bonds 
through Pavroll Savings, then many 
other emplovees must be in the same 


position. 


We telephoned our State Savings 
Bond Director for help. He worked out 
a company -wide campaign for us. Ap- 
plication cards were placed in the 
hands of every person on our payroll. 
We had a fair participation when the 
campaign started. But within days 
afterward, we had an excellent per- 


centage of bond buving emplovees. 


It shows that practical people wel- 
come a chance to set up this sound 
savings plan. Today, particularly, there 
are more payroll savers than ever be- 
fore in peacetime. Look up your State 
Director in the phone book or write: 
Savings Bonds Division, U.S. Treasury 
Dept., Washington, D. C. 
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